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ABSTRACT
A longitudinal study was conducted at the Univers

of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign (UIUC) to compare the academiC
progress of 768 students-who transferred to 0I0c in Fall 1977 from
public community colleges in Illinois.: 676.students who transferred
to UIUC in Fall 1977 from four-year'qolleges: and 4,220 native URIC
students who were enrolled as' dbntinuing juniors in Fall 1977. The'
-study involved: (1) a semester-bsemester analysis of the grade
'point averages (GRA,$),_academic 'status, and retention and graduation
rates of the three student groups 121' a comparison-of the GPAy.s
earned by the student groups duringitbe study period in 12 academic
areas: ard (81 an analysis of the differences in academic tchievement
-registered during the study period by students from each of the
community colleges `transferring five or more students to UIUC. In
addition, a statistical analysis masoused to determine predictive,
equations correlating pre-transfer CPA's with subsequent academic
achievement.at MC. The study-report details proced-Ure.s and
limitations : .reviews related research: contrasts, pre- and
post-transfer Mk's: compares the first, second, and.third term
academic procyress'of.the three study groups: presents subject area
and institutional comparisons: ankdiscusses-the implications of the
study for UIUC policy. Data tables are appended. (JP)
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RESEARCH SUMMARY
UniverSity*0 ice of School and College Relatitins.

-Ydar Compari n of Transfer and Native Student Progress

at the Vn'versity of Illinois at,Urbaha=Ehampaign

[The purpOse of t s Study'is to.coMpare-the academic progress oftwo7year college

TrOsfers, Awr-y r college transfers,, and contInuing junions(natives) at the liniver-

f'yef Illinoat Urbana4haMpaign,as measured by mean'grade point average (CPA)-
_

dethie st: s, and,continuedenrollment through ,two years after transfer. A secondary
A, . .

-100Se,i _o compare performance after transfer with performante'beore transfer on

e= s of, mean'GPA. These -three groups*"are alsti compared in 12 subject matter areas

-basis-oftne4nAt!ade-point average44Urjrivthe .1977-78and_1978-79 academic years.
-:-

of Results.

hirty-six'percent of nth thecommunitY college and the four-Year groups

duated:two years after transfer:' More than two out of three (70) of the

\'uniorstad graduated. 6

Seventy-percent_of the community college transfers and 77 p'rcen of the four-

callige transfers had graduated or continued on clear or probationa y status two

ears-after transfer.- The. retention ratip is higher (88%) for the nativ juniors.

1-wo-yearltransfers and four-year transfers had similar transfer GP A's

end 4.17). Continding 'students had compiled a 1Pwer division mean

bf 3.99. Both two -year and,four4.Yearltransfer students experienced/a f t st term

mean -The community collegegroup experienced the greater rafer%
hock;T with Er .62 'drop in GPA, accompanied tqa decrease of .28 for the fou -year

group However, each group maintained increased its GPA for the three fol owing

terms.
. , ,

.

\ \'4'.\ 4n the fourth term of the study the community college transfer'stUdents
,

, n, ,.

tit_
enroll' d achieved a mean grade point average of 3.96, which is .31 less tharf,th

group aC?leVed.before transfer, while the four-year transfer and:native students still

enrolIed\achleved CPA's of 4.07 and 4.11, respectively.
. -

\5.,°B4the and of the second year following transfer, 12"percent,of the commun y

college;transfers and 5 percent of the fOur-year-college transfers had been droPpe

\An additional 2 percent ofthe community college transfers and 3' peent of the fou
\ ,

year coll
b
ege transfers had bedn placed on probation,and did not continue.

native juniors, four-year college transfers, and community college

transfers ranked in descending order respectively on mean GPA in almostfall of the

12\subject areas studied during the four terms. -',

/. The.pre-transfer CPA of individual students is a significant \predictor of

term UlUC\FA, last GPA, and last UIUC status for the community\college tranSfers.

The-pre-transfer GPA of individual students is a significant predicto\ r of first,

second, and thtrd term UIUC.GPA, and UIOC GPA for last term of attendance for. four-
,

year transfe\ rs.

Polic'Cm.---------lerati"s
Thejindings of this study ten&to support'the continua ion of the existing admission

policy for transfer students. Retention-ratios of ..70 and .77 for community college

and four-Year college transfers_demonstrate that students who have performed successfully

at the 'pre-tranSfer'institution .continue to achieve at a reasonable level in compari-

son 'wi'th native students. Some refinement of the transfer admissions criteria may

be appropriate in the future, however, to increase the retention and graduation rates

'of transfer students. '\

1TntssumMaryprop4re0by-trnest F..AndersonJresents,the findings'of Research

,Memoran4uM-.804.Whichis\aVailahid.- through the-- University Office ofSchooland College

Relations,-311 I11 n Tower, Chanpaiefr,,Illinois=,,61820.(2177333-2032
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.1. n roduction

The number of neWtransfer sttidents enrolled at the University llinois

Urbana-Champaign increased ro 1,204 (18% of the new undergraduite students

in the.1969 fall term --to 1,717 of the new undergraduate. students ) in the

2
1979 fall In 1979 aPpr7okimately 17 percent of the total fail term

undergraduate enrollment had transferred to UIUC, and approximately 54 percent

of the transfer student- enrollment had last attended a community or Juni°

col lege.-

These .
data document the relative importance of transfer students to the

total studentenrollment and intellectual life at UI UC when compared with begin-
/ -I

fling freshmen. `During the twelve year period ,from fall, 1968 through fall 1979,

approximately 21 percent of the-new undergraduates at .UIUC entered as transfer

students, while,79 perdent entered as beginningkfreshmen: Therefore, the number

and academic achievements of transfer students contribute in a .substantial way

to the number and qUality of graduates from UIUC.

Purpose

The purpose of this study i describe and analyze the academic progress

of community college transfers, senior college transfers, and continuing juniors

(natives) at the University of at Urbana-Champaign, as measured by mean

UIUC grade point average (GPA), academic status, and continuing enrollment and

Unifiersity-of.--1-11-noisL,TEnrollmentlables First Semester or Fall

1969-70 ,Champaign: Admissions an&Records, University of

. October 19, 1970, :

it

"University of Illinois, Enrollment Tables, First Se- ester or Fall uarter,-

978-80_ Champaign University. Office of School.-.and .Co lege Relations', Uhl versi ty

of Illinois, February , 19804. p, 20

j
.

Ernest P. Anderson TTransfer Student Enrol iMent: at Urbana - Champaign, Fall

Semesters, and:1979. Champaign: University OffiCe of School and Col lege

Relations. University of. Illinois, MemorandU7M dated 14)=40 Table 1.



-1 . _ .

Araduation-(collectivelktermedretentionl,thrbughfoUr-terms,,or two-
..,-

academic4earS,-.,.--afterIransfer .secondary to compare the aca-

demic achievement of each group after transfer with that group s perfbrmance

before transfer on the-basis of'mean'grade point-average.

The -three:groups:are .compared in twelve subject matterireas

of thean,grade point-averageduring- the four terms Orveyed_by,this-s,tudy.- Di f -j

ferencesin acadeMic aChievement and graduatton rate of transfers from indiVidual

community colleges with five or more new transfer. students in the 1977 fall term
.

1

are also reported and analyzed. The study analyze S the" relationship between the

-mean change in grade.Pointaverage.froni.preltransfer:Pkto:UlUCAWfor each

community college and= the retention and grduation, es'.-for the transfers-trOM:.

that institution to test whether or-not,there is a signifiCantillfforince in the. .

effectiveneSs-of transfer:grade. pointAverage_gs a,prpdictOrro etention and
-------

achievement among, various_ o mniuni fy colleges. Finally, the:effectivenesS of pre7

transfer GPA as,g predictor. of retention (including g and UIUC GPA

each term, last-term GPA,- and final status is tested for-the'colmunity college_

transfer groU0 and for the four -yearl college transfer- group through-the,use. f

the PearsonProduct4.1bment-Cerrelation-Coefficient.,

Method

This study provides a description and analysis of data for two gro ss pf trans-

fer students and a comparison group of UIUC students who earned all their

college credit at UIUC. Commun4ty college transfers in the study include all the

new and readmitted students to UIUC for the 1977 fall term who completed twelve

or More semester hours prior to transferring ghd Whose institution of last at-
,

tendance was a community or junior college. This group is comprised predominately

of students who transferred from public,communityandjumior co leges in Illinois.

The population of 768 community college transfersonter.ed-u_pc with aimnean



e-t a r grade point average_ of 4.22 (A' 5.00 Based on a random sample

of 1 students, At was estimated that the roup completed an' average of 59

sei ester hours (approximately two years) of ransfer credit per student prior to

nrollment et UILIC

Transfers from four-year colleges universities include all new and re-

-';:admittecitind06raduate-,:,stupiOnts,itro:UIUC----for-thel977---:fall'territ:-who -completet

twelve or:more-4--semester :.hours :before transferring and whose institution of

---liStattendince.-Offere:_atieaSt a .baccalaureate degree.'. This population of 676

stodent.' entered with a -mean Ipre,transfer grade-point average of:4.1 =
. .

.

-..

:Thi 5. g.roup .compl eted- kW:average ,-55,-_-semester hours! of transfer credit p
. ,

this average i sim,lar to -thoaverage: hours. of trantfer credit-:Student

.-omPleted by the community college student before transfer.

The native students (comparison group) include 4,220 fall 1977, continuing

juniors who enteredURI as beginningfreshmen and.who successfully completed

at least 60 and less than 90, semester hours at IJIWwithout receiving transfer

ereflit. Continuing juniors were selected for the contro roup because the

majority of the transfers to DIM have completed transfe credft which places

them at or near the junior class level The Uliversity of Illinois mean. GPA

.earned by these students before selection to his group was 3.99 (B = 4.00).

Even though thiS group .is utilrized as a basic control it should not be assumed

ulations are matched with res ect to the acadenne.variablA§_that thiJ. three o

known to ',make a si nificant-contribution to college performance; i.e. ACT scor\e

and high school percentile rank in class. It is estimated that the native.grou

has completed-an average of 63 semester hours, making it likely that this

,group will have a higher graduation and retention rate after fok.more terms

than the transfer group.

Data for this study are based on the final Student Recojd Masier. Tapes for fal
,,;

and spring terms* for6the 1977 fall term through the 1979 spring ter*!as _reported



in :the Communi y Cblfege transfer' Student- Repcirts prepared

for the Qffice'of Admissions and Records, Graduation during the 1978 and 1979

summer sessions are included in the retention rates'. The confidential Community.

College Transfer Student Summary of Progress°Reports list the'followihg data for

individual cOmMunity college and four-year transfer students: name, URIC college,

curriculum, class, pre7transfer GPA,Itralisfer hours, UIUC term GPA, andiend-of-

term status. The iummary page include the following comparative data for indi-
.

I

vidual community colleges: mean and median pre-transfer GPA, mean and median UIUC

teeth GPA in twelve subject areas and for all courses combined, and student status

(number graduated number on-clear number on probation; number dropped, and num-
)

ber who withdrew), These same data are presentedin summary form each term for all

community college transfers, all four-year transfers, and all continuing juniors

natives

Each community college transfer and each four-year college transfer was tracked

from term to term for four terms as a basis for verifylig the academic status of

each student at the end of the 1978-79 academic year. Students on clear or pro-
.

bationary status at the end of a term who 'failed to re- enroll arp reported as

"left on clear" or "left on probation" in the final strrmar y-so that each indict

vidual is accounted for in the two transfer groups. ontinuing term to term aca-

demic status data were not available for individual native students; therefore,

..some-errortless than 41,r- percentrin the net count Of.native StUdentS listed

"dropped" or "withdrew" is. poSsible, as someStudents'coufd have been readmitted

and counted in another. status category or continued as-undergraduates .a

graduation.

Three-academic status categories werer utilized in the calculation of a retention

ratio for each group. The 1etention ratio represents the proportion of each

original 1977 fall group hich had graduated or was still enrolled at the

clusion of each term. This ratio is the total numbers of stud!nts-in a given



group who have graddated or inde on clear or Orobatio

status divided by the total number of transfers comprising'the *fall, 1977 grow

The'study,analyzes<the relationship of differences between, pretransfer

and post-transfer GM (drop in mean institutianal GPA) and the retention ratio

'of students from that institution two years after transfer. Thi Pearson Product

Moffient Correlation Coefficient is utilized

correlation is significantly flifferent from zero

than five transfer students are omitt d in.this

whether or not the observed

Commdnity'colleges-with fewer

analysis. No individual institu

tional'analyse.are: performedwitii-fOur7 ear college transfert,' as these transfers-

.are.Are not identified,by last attendance -in this. study.

Analysis of individual, student performace as MeasPred'bypre-tranSfer.RA-.-,

and three measures of academic' sucNeis at UIUC by community college of last at-

tendance wassconductel to determinevhether differences in academic achievement

and academic status related to pre-transfer .GPA existed among the various com-

mun Vcolleges.' The correlation coefficient ,(r) Was calculated fpr each.of the i.

seven community colleges between one predictor

six

pre - transfer GOA) and

Y thirdoutcome variables (Y-
1

first term UIUC CPA, = second term CPA,
2

tern UIUCUIUC CPA, Y4 fourth term UIUC GPA, = Last term UIUC SPA, and Y6 = final .

status at the University of Illinois.) Status categoIlles were coded in descending

order of achievement as shown below:

Status.

Graduated (G)
Enrolled on Clear (C)
Left on Cletr and did not re-enroll (LOC)
Enrolled on _Probation (P) .

Wjthdrew during a term And did not re- enroll W

Left on Probation and :d not re-enroll (LOP)

Dropped (D)

Code
7

6

5

4
3

2

1

The above analyses were completed for erandom sample (N a 125 ) of both the

four-year-transfers and an equal number of'tommunity college transfer . sample

11



.

size fluctuates from term-to7term, as some members of the -ortgi al sample did-,

not-re-enroll in sibsequent terms. .N6 analysis of native per ormance was con-
.

ducted because of.lack of individual student identifiEation

prdvided for this study.

Limitations

This. s=tudy describes, analyzes, and 'compares the s ance -of

two groups of transfer students and a selected group of continuing native stUderits

similar in class leyel to the transfer groups

to be "matched" s.tatistical terms, but are rel Lively equal on pre- transfer -CPA

e three groups are not assumed

r the transfer groups while the Ikon GPA for the VIM native students (the

control group) i t slightly lowef than for the wo 'trkl,,s-ter groups, Even ..though

comparisons are made among transfers from va ious' institutions an*types of tn---

stitutions of vyious attendance, this st dy is not intended to serve as a basis

for inference about the nde endent effe

of'institution, 'The students who trans

and. four-year colleges are not matches on such significant variables as American

College Test (ACT) composite score high school percentile rank (1-ISPR). Native

f.4:sptific ?institution' or type

rom-the:vorio7 community Colleges

student data -one:reported as group data -on13/. 4. This' study -does .'however provide.

`insight Into- indiVidnal- and group performane by these various :sub-populations. :of-

stUdentS at UIUC.

Related StudieS\

4A recent three-year follow-up study by-tach of 10,504 fall, 1973 comunity

and'transfers to, 24 jiiinois for-year colyege,and'universities concludedith _

during, the,first year the grade point, ayerage -Of
the transfer ,students dropped from' 2 ;'8 (B on .6-4'..point.

4 t

Ivan J. Loch, "Summary of the Statewide Follotrup Study of Community ,Calle-ge
Transfer Students in Illinois." Springfield: Illinois Community College Board,
September 19, 1978, p.l.



scale) at the community. colleges prior to transfer 'to
2.65. at-the senior colleget. By the efi'd of the seOqnd

however,Ttherade vrpoint average the transfer
students:at the 5

Aenier

institutionS.wasback to a 2.8
average. :.The results of this study indicate. that
Illinois public. comMunity-college transfer students,
re -performing well atthe,Senior colleges. The large

'majority ofstudents.were able to remain enrolled at
the. senior institutions and the overall grade point

--averageOf.the transfer Students at the four -year
ccilleges.and-univerSities was a B average. At the
end ofAhreeyear.s, almost-Onehalf of the students
have, completed the- .6accalaureate degree and:another
one-fourth of the 5todentS7i4ere still enrolled 06r-
sUing the four-year degree. Since a.- .Large number

of students transferred prior to completing the
associdte_degree,ot the community college. -and. because
many students are,enr011edat the four-year collegeS
on a part4ime basis, -many more of these students are
expected.to-complete the.baccalaureate degree in

:another.year."H

the report from which Lach's summary statement was-developed concluded that

he end of the, ,third year, 73.2 percent of-the transfer students for whom data
/:

were obtained eitherOaduated or.were still enrolled and actively pursuing the

'baccalaureate degree." That.iame report showed. that 45.6 percent of the transfers.

tb UIUCIfor which data were obtained had graduated by the end of the 1976 spring

term However, :the Lrrative failed to, aler reader to the fact that data

'were obtained for only 423Lof the 745 fall UIUC s er popu ation for he

spring, 1976 semester. The actual graduatio rate for he 745 fall,-1973, com-

munity college transfers was 59 percent as repo AnderscCei 1977.6

A 1979 study:by Anderson and Beers compares the.progress of the 1976 fall

transfer' students and native juntOrs during the 19(76177 and 197778 academic years.

5
Illinois Community College Board

nsfer from llinois P Flic Communi
Commun ty Col ege Boa

7

Stud of Students Who
s and Untversities.

, 19 8, pp. 30-3ngfii0

6
Ernest F. person. 'Three-year Comparison\of Transfer and Native Student

PFogress at the, University of Illinois at-Urbana-Champaign, Fall, 1973 Group."

Champaign: University Office of Sthool4and College Relations, University of

Illinois, Research Memorandum 77-9, August, 1977,' p;7,

7
Ernest F. Anderson and Philip G. Beers. "Comparison of Transfer and Native

Student Progress at the University of Illinoiet at Urbana-Champaign, Fall, Ii076 Group."

Champaign: Universit Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois,'
R.search Memorandun 6, December, 197 pp.12-14.

13



This two-year follow -up of 678 community college transfers 505 four-year

college transfers, and 4,574 natives reported that 71 percent of the community

epilege.tran'sfers and 49- perCent of the four-year.tollege transfers had either

graduated or were eligible to continue on clear status two years after trans-

ferring while the comparable figure for the natives was 88 percent. 'Community

college transfers did-not perform as well after transfer to UIUC as they did at

the community college before transfer. This group experienced a first term drop

in GRA of a proxifttely,.60 and did not completely,recoyer that drop during any

of the terms of the two-year period covered by this study. However,-the four-
.

year transfers performed only slightly lower after transfer than they did before

transfer, while UIUC-14a, ivies iproved their performances (as measured by change in

GRA from initiation of i s study) in each of the four terms. Slightly more (79%

vs. 71%) of the four-year college transfers than community college transfers were

retained for the two-year period. UIUC natives achieved a rete tio of

.88. Forty percent of the-community college group 'and 45 percent of th four-
/

year college group had graduated two years after transfer.

A three-year comparison of transfer and native student progress at the

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign for the fall, 1973,Group was reported

by Anderson in 1977. This study of 817 two-year transfers, 1136 four-yea

transfers, and 542 natives reported that 59 percent of the two-year transfers

had graduated, seven percent were continuing on clear, nine percent had been dtopped,

and. 24'percent had withdrawn or left for various reasons. Sixty-two pqrcent of

the four-year transfers had graduated, seven percent were continuing on clear,

four percent had dropped, and four percent withdrew (information concerning those

natives who- left on dear or-left on probation were not available). The retention

rates for the two-year transfers, the four-year transfer

Ernes Anderson, Research Memorandum 7719, pp4-7 .

and the natives were



.67, .69: and .85, respectively.
9

Two-year transfers achieved a first term

UIUC SPA approximately .51 less thaw the students had achieved before transfer.

Alter six terms these transfers -were achieving UIUC GP .30 on -.a 5.00

scale)-approximaiely .28 less than their pre-transf&. averal!.

Studies by Anderson and Beers
10

and by Anderspn and Henderson
11,12

comparing

community college transfers, four-year college transfers, and native juniors at

the University of Illinois at Chicagor-Circle (UICC) based:On the Summary of
0-

-\\

Transfer Student Progress Report calculated and replicated success and retentOon

rates fildr that campus.
1The

-most complete study is a four-year followup com-

of transfers and natives, beginning in the 1973 fall term. Approximately

29 percent of the community college transfers, 32 percent of the four-year college

transfers, and 66 percent of the natives had graduated foul- years rafter the initi-
.

ation of the study. The retention ratios were .32, .36, and .70, resnectively,Jor

the three comparison groups. Community college transfers experienced a .47 df'op

in first term GPA compared with their pre-transfer average, whereas the four-year
*t,

transfers experienced a gain of .06; natives dropped by .01. Community college

transfers performed below their pre-transfer average in each of the sixteen terms

reported in this study.
13

9Ibid, pp. 17-18.

10
Ernest F. Anderson and Philip G. Beers, "Comparison of Transfer and Native

Student Prog ass at the University of Illinois at Chicago Circle, Fall 1978 Group.
Champaign: niversity Office of School and College Relations, University of
Illinois, ReSTarch Memorandum 80-4, July, 1980.

11
Ernest F. Anderson and Stanley E. Henderson, "Comparioon,of Trans-Circle,

fer and Native Student Progress at the University of illinoisat Chicago
Fall, 1978 Group." .Champaign: University Office of School and College Relations,
University of IllinoiS, Research Memorandum 78-3, March, 1978.

12
Ernest F. Anderson and Stanley-E. Henderson, "Four-Year Comparison ofTrans-

fer and Native Student Progress at theliniversity of Illimis at Chicago Circle;
fall, 1973 Group." Cham-aign: University Office of School and College Relations,
University of Illinois, esearch Memorandum 79-1., March, 1979.

13Ibid, p.25.

15



A. statewide-study-of '101commarli y collegetransfers to Illinois
.-

collegesend univerSsitiesHshows that :one year after transfer-78 percent Irere

on clear,..10 percent were on probation, 8 percent had withdrawn, and 3 p rcent'
.

14
had been dropped. All community college transfers achieved a _cumulative RA

of 2 :55 on a, 4.00 scald.for the 1974'spring semester. The mean GPA increased

to 2.80 in the spring of the second year, which is equal ,to the' pre-transfer GPA

for the students in the study.r Two years after transfer, 77.5 percent of the

students had graduated or werein good standing and pursuing.the baccalaureate

15
degree. Twenty-two percent had graduated two years after-transfer.-

Wermers,
16

in a comparison of transfer and native student achievement

analysis of covariance tq equate the-grouv reported

".,. that Junior college transfer- students' rank lower
than four-yearlranfer students and natil'ms;on ACT,
HSPR, and SES. Junior college transfer students also
scored lower than tO four-year groups (*standard
scores achieved on the CLEF General. EXaminatieni the
COmmon criteria of achievement: Differences between
natives and four -year transfers on ACT, HSPR, SES,
and CLEF scores were:not as Oear.

"Difference on mean CLEF scores among th 'groups

diMinished'whenthecontreivariables we e applied
in the analysis of covariance techniqUe. .The
results.of this Itudy seem to indicate -t at,
generally, students who completedlower ivision
requirements in junior.colleges,, and the transferred
to the University of Illinois progresed academically
during the first two years of_college at a pace
equivalent to students who completed lowr division-
requireMents in_four-year institution
[Note: 'ACT (Amerf6an-College Test).. HSPR -(High
School Percentile Rank); SES (Socioeconomic Status);
CLEP (Cdllege evel Examination Pregram) ,] ti

14 Illinois Commun ty College Board, A Statewide Follow -u Stud of Fall, 1973

Transfer. Students from Illinois Public Communi Vol. 11, No.

Springfie inois Community o ege Boer une, PP: 12,14.

15'
-Ibid, 0. 25.

16DonaleJ, Nermers, "Achievement by Junior College Transfer, Four-year
College Transfer, and Native Juniors as Measured by the CLEF General Examinations.'
Champaign: UnOersity. Office of School and College Relations, University -of
Illinois, Research Memorandum 72-5, March,19.72.
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In,,summary, the Community College Board statewide rep6rt of 1978

nterpres the findings to mean that community college transfers to senior

college and universities achieve at approximately the same level after transfer

hey did 'beforetrifer. In contrast, the evidence presented by the con-
.

udents to the two campuses pf the University oftinning

nresents evidence,wnith fails to- support -the conclusions of the

ttatewide,,studk,InsOf0' as these two campuses are concerned. This study pro-

ides. ddditiOna1 data- Whiqh may help explain thediffering conclusions-

co erning achiOement levels o transfer` students.



Findings

First Term Achievement,

Jable 1 -OeSent$: a sOMmary.-of,transfer and native student progress for the
,/,- /

,

Jour-term period from faill,;:1977_ through spring, 1979,- excluding summer sessions-
,

q 4// / /

except gra uation/informatio _ A detailed presentation and analysis of the fail,
)

1977 term is prgsented in A pendix A for each community college from which f e

pr more student1tranferre IndiVidual-institutionS are identified by confidential:

The community college group of 768 transfersentered in the fall of 1977

with a'Ore-trasfer grade. point average of:4.22 (A 5.00). This'-group achieVed

a 3,6- -map first term,GP at RUC, which is .62 iloWer than this group's man pre-

transfer GPA. This drop in mean first term GPA is slightly ,greater (.06) than

the .56 decrease report -d by Anderson and Kusick
17

for 526 fall, 1966, term trans-

fers from community col eges.' Comparable decreases in. first term,GPA's from

pre-transfer GPA's for community college transfers were reported in 1979 (59

19
1975 (.60) , 1974 (.64), and 1973 (.51)i in 1972, community college transfers..-

dropped only 39 from their mean pre-transfer GPA.20

- '-

A total -f-676four-year college transfers entered U1UC'in the, fall -.1.1977

with a mean pre-transfer grade point average of 4.17. This group achieved kiMean-.

first term GPA of 3.89, a. decrease of .28 from the group's mean vre-transfer GPA.
,

I
ft

Er
.Ernest 'F. Anderori and Jamet J. kusick-v ."SuccessHqf Junior College, Transfers

at theAniverstty of Illinois at Urbana - Champaign, 1973."- Champa -ign .

University Office of School College Relations, UniOriitk,Of IllinoisYlPgsearch
Memorandum:70-30,, MaY,,1970, 0.-11.

18'.
4Anderson -andAeers, ResearchMeMorandum 79-6, p,:'lL

'.. ' A ,
_ . ...

1.9i-- :
...)

, :Summary of -Student prygtes51 Tall, 1975 Group (iinpublfsilod ANaila41c from -.

Untversity Office of, School and College Relations, -311 IlliniJoiger,.Champaign, .11
4.,

AO--
Andersen-, kesearchlviemoranda'71t14(p.4), 77 -4 (5,4), and 77-9 (b.4).



TABLE. 1

SuMmary of TranSferand,Wative Studont. Progress..
AJnivert ty of _Illinois at Orbana7COMpaign

Fall, 1977-GrO0

Terms:-'

_SILL

Fall 1977'

Number of.Transfers
'Mean Transfer GPA
MeanFirst -Term GPA
Change in Mean GPA

Statuse:-

. Two- ear'C011egeS'

768
4.22
3.60
-.62

Graduited 0 0%

Clear 561 73%
Probation 130 -17%.

Dropped 34 '4%

Withdrew 4'3 6%

Four -Year Co leges' Continu-insi Juniors..

0
579

.61

11

25

Retention atio (591) .90 (640)

Spring, 1i978
Fl

No. of Transfers
ReLenroyltd- 665. . ..' 7°

MearTransfer GPA 4.24

Mean Second TerM GPA 3,77

Change in Mean GPA .47
Increase over 1st Teim ;17

A

Status:

605

4.17
3.89,

:2

4

4220
.99.

4.03
+.04

.
0%- 0 -0%

'86% 3895 192%

9% ' 218 5%

2% -46 /1%
3%. 61 a

. 4-.-..

.95 (4113) 4.97

4.17
3.97
-.20

Graduated 9 170

Clear 528: 79%"

'Probation 81 :12% -
...

Dropped 36

. Withdrew 11 2%
'

Retention Ratio* (618) .80

509
44
15

13
4

(577)

4079' 97%
4.02
4.08
+.06
.05

4% 2157 6%

84% .3554 61%

7%:- 174. '4%
3% 45 ,1%

2% 49 21/4'

85 (3985) .94

*Retention Ratio: Proportion of the Fall, 1977 Group which has graduated or completed --

the.term on clear or probationary status
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TABLE 1.(Cont.)

Summary of Transfer-and Native Studegt Prbgress
Universityof Illinbis at Urbana-CHampaign

Fg11; 1977 Group-

Four-Year Col,leges Continuing Juniors

3 (4)

Fail, 1978

NumberF of TraylEfers 584
Re-enrolled.

Mean TpAnsf& 4.26
Mean Th-ird Term,GM--- 3.85
Change in 4MeaO Gpv,
Increaie overSecond Term .08

Graduated
Clear,
Probatfon
BrOpped.:
Wfthdrew

Retentfth'Ratia"'

-41;1n9, 1979

,NoL. of Transfers
eenrol led 539

J Mean Transfer pfliA 4.27
Mean' FouthTerM GPA 3.96

4Change in Mean. GPA -.31
Increase Over,Third Term '.11

76% 78% 3624 86 %

4.19 4.05
.3.99 4.11
-.20 '4%06

:03

2% 27 -. 5%

82%' 453 86%.
10% 31 6%
3% . 9 2%
3%, 8 1%

273 7%'

3150 87%
132 4%
25 1%
44, 1%

(557)- .7,3 535) .79 0812), AO

70% 484

fGraddarted ' 252 '47% 74190.
Clear' '234, ' 43% 268.
Probation 26 5% , 13 .-
Dropped :. :19- 3% , 6
ithdrew 9 2%. 7

.70 522).

72% ,3229 77f-.
4.20 4.07
4.07 4:11
-.13 +.04
.08.

tAiP

39% 2420 75%
55% 685. 21%

'3% 69 2%
.1% 34-- :1%

2% 21 1%

.77 (:704Y. .88,

'Retention Ratio:- Proportio'n of the. Fall 1977 Group w ieh'has graduated or completed
h teraronylear or peobationa'ry status
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TABLE 1 (Cont..)

Summary_of Transfer and Native student Progress
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

Fall. 1977 Group

Term, Two4ear Colleges Four-Year Colleges. Continuing Juniors
(3) (4)

Summary
End of Fourth Term_

.Graduated- , 274.-- '36%, 241**-

Clear (Cont.) ''284. 31% 266 **

PreACont. 26 8_ 12,*.

Dropped 93-- 12% 33-,

Withdrew ' --61 8% 36

Left-en Clear 61' 8% 71

Left On. Pro .19 0 17

Total

ketention-Ratio,

768

36% 2950. 70%

39% 685 16%

2% 69 2%

5 %- 150 3%

5% 175 4%

10% n/a n/a

3% n/a n/a

676 4029

(534) .70 (519) ,77 (3704)

*Retention Rati Peoportilon of the Fall, 1977 Group

term on clear r probationary status.

**Those transfers (3) who'graduated, then continued
are calculated in "Graduated" classification only.

hich has graduated or completed- the

undergraduates in other

*Slightly inflated because some graduates re-enrolled and are counted twice:.



This decrease was approximately the same as found for the 1979, 1975, and 1974

4troups; in 1973-, Sour-year transfers experienced a mean .first term decrease of

.13, and in 1 724'the decrease was .05.
21

The 4220 continuing juniors -(natives). had accumulated a mean GPA of 3.99.

prior to the initiation of this study; this group achieved a mean fall, 1977,

grade point average of 4.03. The natives, then, acgieved an increase of .04

for the first term of the study, when compared,to.the prior mean -GPA for that

group during their freshman and saphomore years? The performance of the native

group was similar to-the natives' Orformances in 1979- (+.05)-22 197.5 -( +.03),23

an 1972 (+.06); in fall, 1974, the continuing lunita's.experienced no gain in term.
t

GPA, while in fall, 1973,'Lhe continuing juniors Ilecreased '03 from tha group's

mean accumulated GPA at UIU0.2

The mean pre-transfer GPA's and the mean ULOC G5 PA' for the three study groups

are illustrated in Figure 1 for each of the four terms. Comparison of the' three'

groUps in Figure 1 plow that community. college transfers entered with 4 mean

pre-transfer GPA somewhatd.,higher than the continuing juniors, and slightly higher

than the four-year-college transfers; their first term UIUC performance, however,

was approximately -.6 lower than their previous achievement, .3 lower than the

four-year college transfers' first term UIUC GPA, and .4 lower than the natives'

fall, 1977, UIUC grade point average.

.Further analysis of group performance variation for the fall, 1977,- term

shows that there was a greater proportion of community college transfers who

21
Anderson, Research Memoranda 79-6 (p.12), 75-14 (p.4), 77-4 (P.4), and 77-9'

( '4).

22
Anderson and Beers, Research Memorandum 79-6, p.12.

23"Summary of Student Progress, Fall, 1975 Group " lUnpublished). Available
from University Office of School and C011egeRelaticins, 311 Illini Tower, Champaign, IL

24Anderson Research Memoranda 75-14 (p.4) and 77-9 (p.4).
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were'pleced on probation or dropped at- the conclusion of the term-than. with the.

other two groupS., Table l'reports_that approximately one-fifth of the community col-

lege grOup-were either on probation OM or dropped (4%), while comparable figures .

for four-year college transfert were nine percent on probation and twopercent dropp$0.:

The:proportions were even leWer for natives, at five percent and one percent,

respectively: (
X

Another way of,compdring the three'groups of students.it through the retention

ratio. This ratio is calculated by summing the numbervof community college transfers__

who have graduated-and those who remain enrolled, Bier on clear or probation, at the

end of a term, then dividing that sum by the tots umber of community college trans-

fers in the. original fall, 1977, group. FOr ex ple the retention ratio (RR) for the

community college group at the end of the fail/1978term is calculated as shown below:
S4

Graduates ) Clear-4 + Probat`o$Retention Ratio (RR)

=

Retention ratios for fall term4 1977 were .90 for the community college grduP,

.9b for the four-year college group, and .97 f-
. the centinuing'juniors(natives)..

A compar n of fall, 1977, retentionratios wh prtlih, 1978, re-enrollment per -

centages- reveals that even though RO pe cent of coMMunity college group were eli:,

gible to return for the spring term, only 81 per6ent actally re-enrolled, which was

.an additional loss-ofthreepercent of the'origipal community colle e population.

The four-year college. group lost six percent of the grouP between the fall.and spfing,
,

terms:due tO failure to re-enr611. Fewer than one percent of the natives who were

eligible to re-enroll failed to da,:so.



'As demenstrated by previous studies, and substantiated by data for'.the

19.77 fall-term, a substantial drop
N

or community -college transfers at Hilt. An analyiis of factorinfluehding

first. term4GPA has occurred consistently

this drop WA not readily available althoudh the phenomenon (which has been

termed.htransfer shock ".) may-hive been the result Of'ditficultieS,aktb-envircin--.
.

mental adjustment-, -There was ,a' greater di ferenceArfthe'achieVementef,COMMunity

college transfers_and.the other two groups during the firsj term than during

the other terms reported in this study.'

Cumulatiie numbers and ratio., of graduate, along with ,the retention

' ,
ratio, are presented in -Table-2 fo'r each. group for each-dfthe four terms. The

.

,

cumulative graduation and retention ratios presented in are itlus0

for each of the three groups in Figure 5. It is -1 that"
_ , .

ateor continue on clear or probation is greater among the native than the-trans-

fees and, greater among the four-year college transfers than among the Community

college groups.

TABLE 2

Number of,Graduates, Cumulative Graduation Ratio, and Retention Ratio
by Term and by Type of Institution of Last Attendance

University of Illinois tArbana-Champ ign
Fall, 1977 Group

Term,

Transfers Four-Yr. Col.' Transfers
Cumulative y-----,Cumulative_

Grad. Reten.
No. No. Ratio UatiO

K) .(7). (8) L.
i .

1 0 0 0' .90 0 'ID 0 .95

2 9 6k .01 .80 24%_ 24 .04 .85 \

3 13 22 '.03 .73 27. 5i .08,

4 Z42 274 .36 .70 190 241 .36

Reten.
No. Ro. Ratio Ratio

2/ (3) (4)_ 5

`I total

Transfefs 768 876

Cumu ati ve
Grad. Reten.

No,' No. Ratio Ratio
(10)(11) (12) (13)

0 b si ,.97

257 57 .06- .94

.79 273 530 .13 .?Q

.77 2420 2950 .70 .813

4220



SeCond-Jerm-AchieVeMetit-

IheJneanGPA and-atademitstaps of returning community college trftsfers,

fOuryear College transferS andoative juniors for-the'sPring 1978, -term

areteportedinJablej.- :AA4tailed:analys s. of thesestudents and

performanc0.1SpreSented: i Appendix-B for each community :colloge-whibhen7

4=rolled 4tv e <or more -'4tud- in,,,-:the4rigloal,group'Rre7tranSfer:-.GEWs were

re-computed for the're-enrolIed.studehts in each of the three groups.;

mean pre-transfer-GPA for community college trahsfer students- who remained

enroIled changed very littleAfrom 4,22.for all community college transfers to

4,24), and the mean pre-transfer 0PA for four-year college_transfers who re-
.

mained re-enrolled for two terms remained the same (4.17). Continuing juniors

experienced an improyement of 03, idiom 3.99 to 4 G2, over their mean 161er

division GPA. Therefore, these data do not support the hypothesis that the

transfer students who were low achievers before transfer leave after one tenm.

Tilt mean second term 0PA fOr community college transfers-was 3.77, which was

.47 -lower than their mean prl-transfer GPA. Their second term CPA was, however,..

.17 improvement over their first term CPA (3 60) at the University. Four-year

college transfer. students' CPA's at the University improved 08, from 3.89 for

19770- .97 for',Spring,-1978.Thit mean second term adhievementfOt

jourtyear-College::transfers was, hOwever, ...20'lower-than,their mean.pre7transfer

-CPA. The Coptinuin0junlors,achieved a mean-sprino. 7.078i term average cif 4.08

which was 06, higher'than,their mean lower-di-visiln GPA. -ContinUingAuntort-

shbwed a 05 improveMentin'aphievementfrom for 1977. The community college

transfers,'::then,-.thowed a-partial recovery .from the drop.in-achieveMehtTat-UIUC

when compared to pre-trans achievement, as -did tilrfourryearcollege-groUp.

Native-juniors continued to iMprove -their upper division 6PA..-Onohypothesis.

which might explain the increate in the three groups' improved CPA is that those-

students returning for the second term were higher achievers than the total group

populitiont fOr, fail 1977i term.



-Table 3.shows the mean transfer GPA' foi; those community college and

our-year college students who did not return'to URIC for the next-regular

term. Commaity college students-who were dropped after the fall, 1977, term

entered with a mean pre-Vansfer GPA .37 lower than-the total group GRA'

.85 vs. and those who left on probation were ..15 below the mean pre-

ns er-GPA-(4:137-VCC:22) -HOWer-,-the-actual diffePenCe between-the mean

'pre transfer GPA of unity college transfers and those who `left the,

niversity after the first term was only 08. 'Four-year college students who

were-dropped .after -the -fan 1977,,term entered with.a mean pre-transfer GPA of

3.87; which .30 lower than that of the total group (4.17) those who:left .on

probation were 21 teloW the mean pre-transfer GPA (3.96 vs. 4.17). With four-

year college-transfers, there was a difference.of .04 between the mean pre-transfer

GPA of all transfers and thoie who .left after one term (4.17 vs. 4..13).
.

. ,

Taile 4-re0Orts last term aChievement by7transfer students leaving_the-uhi--

versity. The mean fill, 1977, grade point average for fall, 1977, community college

-transfer students who left-after one term was 2.6Z; this GPA was 98 lower thah.

mean fall, 1977, GPA for all transfers (3.60), was 1.60 lower than the pre - transfer

GPA for all cdhmunity College transfers and was 1.52 lower than the pre - transfer

GPA:forthe 112 communtty-college'studenti who left .after one-term. A 'tal of

77 -fouryear Oonsfers left t-after one term. These students:compiled a mean fall,

1977, GPA:of 3.35 (C = 3.00), which was .54 lower than the performance of all four-

year tran'sfers (1-89), was .82 lower than the mean pre-transfer GOA for all four-

year transfers (4.17), and was .78 lower than the mean pre-transfer GPA these 77

students had compiled:

Data from the tables discussed above support the hypothesis that some of the

"transfer shock" st-term drop in GPA) followed by a partial recovery during

the second term by the) continuing community college group, may be explained by

the absence of he-leavers" who were dropOed or. left on pre during...the first term.-
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Table '3
Pre-Transfer GPA of Transfer Students Leaving the Un versity

by Type of Institution of Last Attendance
University. of -II 1 i nal s at Urbana - Champaign

Fall , 1977 Group

and'--Academ c.S atus

irst Term (fall, 1977)

Withdrew' (1st Thrm)
Dropped (1st Term) 34
Left on Pro(After Tst Term 14
Left on Clear (After 1st Term) 21

Total 112

earl Transfer GPA. for all- Transfers. 768

Second Ter_ g, 1978)

Witfidrew (2n Term) 11
DrOped (2nd Term) 36
Left on Pro (After 2nd Term ) 6
Left on Clear (After 2nd Term) 33

Total 86

Mean Transfer GRA for all Transfers 665-

Third Term (Fall, 1978.).

-Withdrew (3rd Term) 16
Dropped Ord Term) 20
Left on Pro (After 3rd Te-rm ) _ 1

Left on Clear (After 3rd Term ) 11

Total

Mean Transfe GPA for all Transfers

Fourth Te m (Spring, 1979)

(4th Term)
D upped (4th Term)
Left-on Pro, (Aftermath Term)
Left on Clear (After 4th' Term

48

584

4.29
3:85
4.07
4.36

4.14

4.22

sFourYear Trancfars
No. Pre-Trans. GPA
() (5)!

4 0 13
3 9 `'15
3.88 6
4.24 32

4.04 66

4.24 605

4.04
3.87
3.96
4.34:

4.10.
3.77
4.02
`4.05

99

4.17

4.01

4.26

Total

Mean Trans

28 4.13

GPA for all Terms 539 4.27,

1.

10

28

4.21
3.62
3.75
4,20

4.00

528 4.19

7 '3.73
6 3.75

n/a 'n/a
n/a n/a

13 74

484 x.20



Te Achieve Merit by
Type of-Institution,:

University: of Il
Pal

TABLE 4
Transfer Students Leaving the University
of Last Attendance and Academic Status
linois at Urbana-Champaign
1, 1978 Group

2

4
.

status--

First ^Term (Fail 1977

lithrirew (1 0. erm
Ortiptjed.:(1St..,-Terfn):

Terni)
Left 'cin.-Clear.-after.: Tot -,Ter0)

,o.

Tcal

Mean_ U of I GPA`` for 1 transfers-

Second Term. (piing, 19 8)

Withdrew (2nd Term)
Dropped-.(Znd Term)

--Left-on-Pro (After.2nd Term
Left on Clear '(After Ind_Ter

.T6tal

Mean U of I GPA for all transfers

Third Term (Fall, 1978)

Withdrew (3rd Teri)
Dropped (3rd Term)
Left on Pro (After 3rd Term)
Left on Clear (After 3rd erm

Total

Mean U of I GPA for all

Fourth Term (Spring, 1579).

Withdrew (4th Term)
Dropped (4th Term)
Left on Pro (After 4th Term

Left on Clear (After 4th Term)

Total

ransfers

Mean U of I GPA for all transfers

Two-Year Transfers
No. -Lest GPA

3)

Four -Year Transfers
Cast VA

(4) (5)

43
34
14
21

L99
.6g

3.64

-25
11
9

32(31 )* .

1,1.2 2.62 77(76)*

768 3.60 676.

11'. 3.42 13

36 2421 15.

6 2.64
33 3.67

''86 y 2.95 66

665 3.77: 605

16 14)* 3.59 8(7)*

20 2.19 9

1 1.00 1

11, 4.00 10(9)*

48(46)* 3.02 28(26)*

584 3.85 528

9(7)* 3.57 .7(6)*

19 2.14 6,

n/a n/a n/a

n/a n/a .n/a

539

Number in parentheses represents , students

3.96

1.55
2.84.
4,14

3.35

3;89

3.56
2.27
2.75
4.09

3 45'

3.97

3.90

1.93
2.50
4.19

3.26

3.99

2.8k

2.2
n/a
n/a

13(12)* 2.56

484 4.07

ith reported GRA's used in computing last GPA.
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FoUr-year colle

7 I:

sfers seem, to be efected.tb- lesser degree by "transfer

shock," as ,noted by comp ring pre-transfer G A With( UM fiest term GPA and by.

noting gains in mean fP-A-thesecohd.term after 2transfer. Four-year college

group:gains ray, however be_ partially explalned by the-absene of low-achieving

"leavers," as-WaSinferred-fdr,:,comthunity-college improved GPA's, also-- This re --
-:

Tationship between_improvedL:GPA&Ssand the absence (Sf Tow- achievers at 0.11.K.'canbe
...-,...- s,.

traced for''-all- terms see2ftgUres 3,4_.and,Table ,or,all 'threii groups -being

studied.

The three groups also differed in retention rates at the end of two terms.

As shown. in16010 2.'-and FfIlire 5, the_proportiOns-of the .groupS whichwere

.
-

graduatedor cohtinueiken:clear_ or probatiohary,status.at the end_ of the second

term rank in. destending order .as follows: . hati,Ves (94%), fob -year college

group (85%), and the community college group'(80%).

Approximately 12 peYceht of the communit egilege group were on probation,

while only seven percent of thefouNyealccollea_group'and-four percent of the_

native gram were on peobation at the end of one academic year. A total of eight.

percent of the community- college group, fiiepercent.of the_fgurryear College

-transfers, and:three percent of.the natives were dropped/or officially withdrew`

during. the term. -These patterns, combined with `numbers of studehtSfrOin each

group which had graduated, and first'term retentionvresulted in an overall reten-

tion ratio of .80 for the community college geoup, .85 for the four-year college

.94 for the hatives.

The substantially lower grade point average of the community college group

are, in part, reflected by. the numbers of Students on probation, dropped,and with

drawn in comparison with the Other two groupS.. There is &lower retent n ratio

for the community College group-When compared vlifth,the four4par collegegroup.

There is also an observable difference between GPArs of four-year college transfer

and continuing juniors, which may help explain-the'difference in retention' ratios

here, also.
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Third Term Achievement

Approximately three-quarters of the community college group w and 78

perCent of_the four-yeir college group were Yetained:for one-year and re-enr011ed

fdr the 1974 fall term,- while 86 perCent of the native group.re-enr011edjor the

third term. A detailed-analysis of these studehts abdtheir performances is pre4

Sented"ri if-Append fo-r- Ojai-community. lege-which-enrol I ed o more-

students in the original group. The th1rd:te6 mean GPA continutd increase

over the previous termperformahce for all groups: the community o-lege trans-
.

fers,+ 8-2 the four-year transfers +.02 and the native studersts +.03. (See Table'l

This iS also illustrated in Figures 2 and.4

The difference between pre-transfer or lower division GPA and mean third

term CPA was - 41'for community college transfers, -.20'for the four -year trans-
.

-fers, and +.064for.the continuing juniors. For tite first time.

N

transferC placed only ten Percent of its students erg probation; this

proached,that for the four-year group 6 blit was'Substantially highe

for"'-the natives,7(4%)..

Retention ratios{ were .73 for the.community college transfei*,-39for the
'. -

four-year:transfers, and -.06-ferAhe continuing Juniors. Included in the retention'

S the graduation rate for- these studevis After three- terms of work at'_

UIUC, three percent (22 Students) 'of the--&mmunity.co ege group and eight percent

of the.four-year group-(51 students ).-14d-gradmatedi thirteenpercent (530'ttudents)

of the native .juniors had,complete Ahe baccalaureate degree (iee; figure

is eXpectet. that the native grOup's gr6dUation rate would be .hi.gher at this point'

becauSe -theiY.grodp. were-required to have ati-leaSt emeSter-hours.,.of

credit to-A6alffy for selection into the croup.

Academic Progres and Status Two Years After . Transfer

Summariy data presented. in Table 1 for_the three groups.sh s the-proportion

of each group in seven adaddmitstatus or retention categories. FoLir terms -after ,

4rt
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.transfer the .539 community,dollege transfers who re-enrolled achieved-a mean GPA

of 3.96, which was an increase of .11 when compared with that group's third

term GPA and was .31 less khan their pre-transfer GPA. A detailed analysis of

these stude ts and their performances is presented in Appendix 0 for each com-

munity college which enrolled five or more students in the original group.

Thirty-six percentof the original community college group had graduated; thirty-

one perCent and three percent,respecti ly, were continuing on clear or proba-

tionary status. Of the students in the original fall,'1977, grbup, twelve percent

had been dropped, eigkvercent officially withdrew-and neyer returned {during

-a term eight perCent left on,dlear status,..and two. percent left on-probationary

status. A total of 534, community.College transferS had graduated or had. corn-
,

pleted the spring, 1979, term on clear or probationary status, which resulted in

a retention ratio of .70 for the group.

Th four-year college groppconsisted of 484 students rolled for the fow h

term. This group ath$Oxed- A: mean term GPA of 4.07,4hich:is 0 _greater than

their mean third terrri GPA and was TeSs an their pre-transfer G Of the

original four -year college group (676 student0 36 percent had graduate

----percent were on Clear status, and 2. percent were on probationarystatus. Five per-

cent of the total four-year. college group 'were dropped, five percent withdrew, ten

.percent left on clear, and three percent left on 'Orob ion. The four-year college

retention ratio was .77.

?
`The native juniors who re-enrolled fir the fourth.term (3,229 students)

achieved a mean -term GPA of 4l1, which equaled that group's mean third term GPA,

and was .04 above.. the group's-lower division GPA. At the end-.off four terffS-, 70
1

pertent of the native'juniors had graduated, 18 percent were on continuing- status'

(clear or probation ), three percent were dropped, and four percent withdrew; the

numbers of native juniors who ch se to leave between terms were not available.
)h 4

The retention ratio ofvthe -continuing junyors was .88.

1
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This study dertonstrates that community college transfers experience a

Substantial drop in -GPA Ouring their. first term after tran5fertben partially

recover over the next threaterms 62 after one-term to -_31 after four terms),

an0 achieve at alevel mo clos ly approximating their pre -transfer GPA. This
.

om Ft

saMe trend Can be' observed for-the fall., 1976," fall, 1974," fall, 1973,27
.

2-
and fall, 19728. community college transfers as. well FigUre 1 illustrates th s

recovery in mean GPA by the community.college group; Figure 1 also illustrates

that all three groups begin with similar .GpA s-and that only the natives continue

to aehieVe at a slightly higher level than they had attained .during their lower

.division tollege-work

After four termsi 36'percent-of the community college traliSfers -36'percent of the

four-year transfers, and 70: percent of the- native,juniors had been grant_ degrees.

Thirty-one percent of the community college transfers; 39 perCent of the f 7year

transfers, and 16 percent- of the -native juniors were eligible to continue, n clear

.status-. The percentage of students on probation after four terms was low for all

three roups; the community college group had three percent of their total on pro-
.

ation, compared with two percent for the four-year group and the natiyes. Twelve

percent of the community college transfers were formally dropped and never re-

entered at UIUC, along -with five pertent of the four-year transfers and thop percent

J)r

25Anderson and Beers, Research Memorandum 79-6, pp. 12-13.

25Anderson, Research Memorandum-, °77 -4, pp 4-5.

27
Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Trans er and Native Student ProgreSs at

the University of Illinois At Urbana-Champaign, 1973-74 Academic Year." chaMpaign:

-University Office of School and College Relations, University of Illinois, Research

Memorandum 76-8, July, 1976, p. 4.

28-
- Ernest F. Anderson, "Comparison of Transfer and Native Student Progress

at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, 1972-73 Academic Year

Champaign: University Office of School and College Relations, University of

Illinois, Research Memorandum 75,14, December, 1975, P. 7- $

do
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of the natives. 0U-ring the course of four terms, eight percent of the community
I

college transfers withdrew and did not return, compared wtth five percent of

the four -year trinSfers-and four:percent of the natives.

alcommunity college-transfeirOeft on clear, cempred,Wifh

four-year transfers; previOus Comparison studies of'OlOC

fight per ofthe-

teh percent of the

tranSfersthav alsob

reported that a greater of four-year college groups 1ef on

probationary status and did not reenter. Thi study did not attempt

obtain data on the reasons why'these students left the university.

The retention ratio was higheSt for the native Juniors .88), followed by

the four-year transfer group (.77) and community college transfer group (.70).

it can be assumed that by the jUriiorHyear, a student who enrolle the-
.

A .

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign as a beginning freshman and continued

for two years would be more likely to 'continue for two more years than a

transfer=student who is new to the environment and may have 'completed fewer

hours of credit than a`native jUnior. The transfer group from four-year in-

stitutions achieved at a GPA level somewhat below that of the continuing

:juniors, -and their. retention ratio was eleven.percentlower th h the retention

ratio forfnatives. The community collegegrou0 GPA levels were well below those

of the lour-yeargroup.and the natives each term and had a retention ratio 18

percent below. the natives .and 7 percent below the four-year group.
" V

Figure 1 Shows that the community college group entered with the highest

transfer GPA and achieved the lowest UIUC GPA during the period studied. One

hypothesis to explain the community-college group's continued lower achievement

. level at UIUC than before transfer is that the community College grades were in-

flated over what those students might have earned had they attend UIUC for their

previous college work. Some of the difference in p e-transfer and UIUC GPA might



also be assigned to "transfer'Shoak" if the group.had recovered after one or

,-even two terms, with this- opulatigin GPA recovery was in-small-, consistent

inCrementS.

Thre UIUC GPA=b status categ r s shown in .Table 4 by term and type of

institution of list attendance. Total GPA's for those leaving the - university
. .

Were, well below the mean EPA's for all transfers each-term7-both-for community

--c011ege and four-year ansfers. each term, those.students who were dropped had-

-a-hieved.mean GPAls of 2-27 or<lower (C = 3.00) and almost -all of those who had

-'lle while on'probation had meaWGP/Vs- below 2.84'(C In contrast to-the

students who were dropped and who left on probation, the students who left on

,-.'-

clear status S ord mean GPA' well above andvapproached xceeded the GPA'S

-of'all transfers in most terms.- The GPA's for students who ha withdrawn were

.- '--,--

in most instances, -well above the 3.00 level, also. These data indIcate-that a

majority of Ie students who leave while on clear status -or who hdraw during

a term are not in :adademic.difficulty and,m6st be leaving for reasons other than-

lack:of. ability to achi-eve 'satisfactorily at UIUC. if these tudents could have

been encouraged to re-enroll and continue atAlUC,. it is possible tht the 'gradu-

ation rate fortransfers could approach that of the continuing junior

Comparison by Subject Area

Data on transfer and native student grade point averages at UIUC in each of

12 subject areas for the four terms included in this study are presented in Table 5.

The communir college group, the four-year group, and the natives Were each assigned

a performance rank in each of the twelve subject areas based upon the mean UIUC

GPA for each term.

his rank-ordering procedure revealed thlat community college transfers ranked

or lowest, in all of the 12 subject areas after the fall, 1977, term. The

native juniors achie;ied the highest GPA in seven of the twelve subject areas, and
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the four-year group-ranked.hTghest in five subjeCt areas: Foreign _angba6es,

Agriculture, HomeTcondmics, Education, =64 English and Humaniti05. The

performance of the four7year group, more-closely resembled that of the natives

than that:of the community college ,group; major differendes (.20 oi'.4.greater)

between the four-year transfers, and the hatives for first term GPA occurred in

the subject areas of Biological Sciences and Physical Sciences, with the natives

having the highest achieVement. In the area of Home Economtcs, four-year

transfers .performed .34 higher than the natives.

unity college transfers encountered more difficulty in the subject

areas of Mathematics (GPA . 17), Physical Sciences (GPA = 3.33), and Bio-

logical
...

Scienc (GPA = 3.52) than in other areas. Performance in each of these
4

subject areas was below the community college group's average for all coursesi

(3.60) and was at least .20 less than the performances' of th four-year transfers .

and the natives. 'Even though the community college transfers were well above

(.20 or-greater) their overall average for all courses in the subjeCt areas of

Education (GPA = 4.29), Fine and Applied Arts (GPA 4.02)., Home Economics

(GPA = 3.83), the-community-college transfers achieved a GPA at least .20 below

the other-two gr p- inn tfre a eas of Bus-inessi Foreign Languages, Agriculture,

Engineering, and Education.

Spring, 1978, data revealed that community college transfers ranked

lowest in 10 of 11. areas (data ,for the area of Home,EconorilltrIv was no

longerimivtded). They once again were well below (.20 or more) the er two

groups in the areas \of Bdsiness no, Commerce 3.72),.Physical Sciekes

in addition to these three:subject
(GPA 3.48)4 d- Engineering (GPA = 3.71)

areas, community college transfers achieved below their overall average for

all sybjects (3.78) in Mathematics 38) and Biological Sciences (GPA = 3.70).

Community0college transfers did, however, rank second in the subject area of

Biological Sciences. 4



TABLE 5
Comparison of Transfer and Native Student

Academic Achievedent by Subject Area
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

Fall, 1977 Group

35

Subject Area
(1)

Fall, 1977 (1st Term)

Community
College

Transfers
can GPA

(2)

Four-Year
College

Transfers
Mean GPA Rank

(4). (5)

Continuing
'juniors (Nat ives )

Mean. CPA Rank
(6) (7)

Biological Sciences 3.52 (A) 3.78 (2) 4.01 (1)
Business and Commerce 3.68 (3) 3.95 (2) 3.98 (1)

English and Humanities 3.96 (3) 4.22 (1) 4.13 (2)

.Foreign Languages 3.83 (3) 4.12 (1) 4.06 (2)

Mathematics 3..17 (3) 3.53 (2) 3.70 (1)

Physical Sciences. 3.33 (3) 3.53 (2) 3.81 (1)

Social Sciences 3.74 (3)' 3.88 (2) 4.07 (1)

Agriculture 3.65 (3) 4.00 (1)- 3.96 (2)

Engineering 3.65 (3) 3.95 (2) 4.06 '(1)

Fine and Applied Arts 4.02 (3) 4.12 (2) 4.29 (1)

Education . 4.29 (3) 4.68 (1) ' 4.56 (2)

Home Economics 3.9.7 (3) 4.34 (1) 4.00 (2)

All Courses 3.60 (3) 3.89 (2) 4.03 (I)

Spring, 1978 (2nd Term)

Biological Sciences 3.70 (2) 3.67 (3) 4.02 (1)

Business and Commerce 3.72 (3) 3.93 (2) 3.96 (1)

English and Humanities 3.97 (3) 4.12 (2) 4.21 (1)

Foreign Languages 3.91 (3) 3.97 (2) 4.07 (1)

Mathematics 3.38 (3) 3.48 (2) 3.74 (1)

Physical Sciences 3.48 (3 ) 3.74 (2) 3.85 (1)

Social Sciences 3.86 (3) 4.00 (2) 4.11 (1)

Agriculture 3.97 (3) '4.13 (2) 4.16 (1)

Engineering 3.71 (3) 3.95 (2) 4.09 (1)

Fine and Applied Arts 4.29 (3) 4.44 (1) 4.31 (2)

Education 4.46 4(3) 4.47 (2) 4.64 (1)

Home Econo

All Courses 77 (3) 3.97 (2) =4.08 (1)

0'



Comparison of Transfer and Nat
Academic Achievement hy Subje

University of Illinois at Urbana-
.Fall, 1977 Group

-ve Student
Area
ampaign

Community
College

Transfers
meantGPA Rank

(2) (3),_

Four-Year
College

Transfers
Mean GPA Rank

Fall 1978 (3rd Term)

Biological Sciencds 3.54 (3) 3.86
Business and Commerce 3.78 (3) 3.92
English and Humanities 4.18 (2) 4.14
Foreign Languages 4.09 (1.5) 4.01
Mathematics 3.40 (2) 3.26
Physical Sciences 3.55 (3) 3.78.
Social Sciencet 3.89 (3) 4.02
Agriculture 3.92 (3) 4.18
Engineering 3.92 (3) 4.07
Fine and Applied Arts 4.16 (3) 4.27
Education 4.51 (2) 4.31
Home. Economics

All Courses 35 (3)

Spring, 1979 (4th. Term)

(2)

(2)

(3)

(3)

(3)

(2)

(2)

(1)

(2)

(2)

(3)

3.99- (2)

Biological ScienceS 3.94 (3) 3.97
Business and Commerce 3.84 (3) 3.94
English and Humanities 4.15 (2) 4.13
Foreign languages: 4.04 (2) 3.99
Mathematicd 3.60 (1) 3.39

.Physical Sciences 3.75 (3) 3.80
Social Sciences 3.91 (3) 4.09
,Agriculture 3.91 (3). 4.19
Engineering 3-97 (3) .4.03
Fine and Applied Arts .4.49 (1) 4.42
Education 4.78 (1) 4.68
Home Economics

Al]. Course 3.96. (3) 4.07

Continuing
Juniors (Natives)
Mean -GA' Rank

(6) (7)__

4.02 (1)

3.99 (1)

4.30 (1)
4.09 (1.5)

3.70 (1)

3.88 (1)

4.11 .

4.14
4.08.
4.28
4.72

4.11 ( )

3.95 (2)

3.89 (2)

4.25 ' (1)

4.19 (1)

3.50 (2)

3.94 (1)

4.08 (2)

4.18 (2)

4.12 (1)

4.37 (3)

4.69' (2)



Fournyear.: ,ansfers ranked first in one subject area theseceind term:

Fine-and APPIYOLLArts,(GPA -.4.44). They were well below their.mean GPA (3.97)

in Abe:areas' of later wilatics(GPA:7-3.48); Biological Sciences:(357)i and'Phy-
r

sical Sciences ,741. Continuing juniors rankedhighest in ten subject areas

,
and: second in one subject area Fine ancIAPpl.ied Arts, where the mean. PA'S for

.all. three groups:were above,theirmean GM'S for all courses (community college-

37

..4 fOr-y4ar 4.44',-and-natiYeS-4-.31 ) Four-year transfers Continued to per

formJnore Milo,' be ,magnitude of the difference between. community college group

performance and .bur -year college group performance decreased during the second

term.

Community colIege transfers ranked third in 7 of 1.1 subject areas for fall

term, 1978. Theii/ere well below the other two groups in the following subject

areas: Biological Sciences, Physical Sciences, and:Agriculture. The community

college groUp wigs ` below its mean term.GPAof 3.85, howeVer, in onlyfOur.

Sciencessubject areas -8inlogical 'Sciences -(3.54), business-and Commerce (3.78),
1. . .

Mathematics (3.:40;), Physical 'Sciences' (3.55). This group shared first

ranking with the:natiyes. in the area of Foreign Languages.

Four-year transfers: ranked first in one subject area (Agriculture) and second

in,six areas. They were well bely. heir mean GPA of 3.99 in. the subject areas

of Mathematics and Physical Sciences for fall, 1978. Continuing- juniors ranked

highest in ten subjec areas (having an identical GPA of 4.09 as the co munity

college group in Foreign Languages); and ranked second in the area of riculture.

In the fourth terM; the community college transfers ranked third in six of

ed- first in Mathematics, Fine and Applied Arts,elevenSubject areas; they

and Education, and ranked second in English And Humanities and,Foreign Languages.,

They were, once again, well below their mean GPA (3.96) in the areas of Mathe-

matics (3.60), and Physical ciences.(3.75). They were far behind the other

groups in the area of AgrLculture.
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The .oUr-year transfers achieved the highest GPA in four areas: Biological

ScienceS,,Busiviess- and:COmmerce,Social Sciences, and gricultare. TIley. were

well below their-mean GPA _0.07) in Mathematics and Physical Science. The con-

tinuihg juniors ranked:highest in four areas, ranked second six areas, and

were ranked east in Fine-and Applied Arts.

These data show-that the-overall :academic- chieVement of natives\is. generally

higher than four -year transfers or community college transfers in most subject

-areas.- The native juniors ranked-first in Physical-Sciences and Engineering all

four terms,of-this,study. They ranked- first for three of the foursemeSters

.Biological:Sctences, usiness and CoMmerCe, English and Humanities, Social Sciences,

and Mathematics. The four-year group ranked first in three of four semesters for

4 Agriculture. The community college group, conversely, ranked third in most

spbject areas--for each,-,of the four, term's.

It can be observed from data presented in Table 5 that mean GPA's for.com-

munity college transfers are apprtiably lower than the native junior GPA's in

the areas of Biological Sciences, Business'and,commerce MatheMatics,%PhySical

Sciences, Social S)ences,. Agriculture, and Engineering. Four-year transfers

were consistently-lower than the native juniors in the Physical Sciences. All

three groups were consistently. oWer in Mathematics than in other subject Areas.

Institutional Differences

-A summary of community college transfer student Progress by institution of

last attendatite is presented in Table 6 for those Illinois commun ty or junior

colleges sending five or more transfer students to. the University Of Illipois,at

Urbana-Champaign for the 1977 fall term. These data are accompanied by comparable

group data for four-year college transfers and continuing juniors. Community

colleges whicia_1244/five or more transfers were assigned a confidential code number,

which is shown in column one; these code numbers do not correspond tO code numbers



TABLE 6

umiiry ul C0mmuolty College Transfer Student Progress by Institutlan of Last Attendante

University of Illinula at Urbana7Cilampaign

'Tali, 1977 Group

College

Code

(1)

Yo. Mean .

No, Re-enrolled- CPA.:
Fall Prey 1st

1977. Trano. Term 2nd Term, 3rd Term 4th Term

Trans. GPA', CPA, No CPA 4a, 011 No., GM

(7) (3)± JAL, :a .4 .(7.). '0) (9) . qa.),,

01 28 4.19 , ".31 21 3.81 17 3.66 17 3.73

02 4.04 363 22 3,88 , 17 4.03 15 4.07

.03 23 4,30 3;72' 22 3.49 , 19 4,00 18 3.73

14 10 ' 3.93 3,24 9 3,89 8 3.14 , '6 3.79
05 17 4.17 1,20 15 3.28 '12 3..46' 8 3.70

06 7:, 4.52. 4.01 6 5199 6 ).80 6 3.61
07 32 4.21 3.86 29.'4.03 26 3.96_ 24 438
08 21, ,4.28 3.54 18 166 '16 3.75 "16 3,85

09 12 J4,53 3,33 8 3.58 7 3.66 ' 6, 4.12

10 8., 4.25 3.84 '1 4,00 '7 4.09 '7 3.90

11 .7 4.04 3.37

12 16 4.09 3.38

13 20 4,23 3,46

14 7 4.45, 3.74

15 ' 35 4.26 3.78

7 1.74,

15 .3.14

18 3.60

6 ;4.15

33 3.97

Academic Status- After Four Terms' ,

Left on 1e an

0tadh Clear Pro Dropped Wdtawn Clear Pro Retention

No. Na. 1 No, 1 No, , 1 No.. 1 1 .Na. 2 Ratio

21(12) (p) (14) (15) (16), (17) 'f18) (19) Sgip11 (22) (23) (24): (25)

18 10 36 1 5 18 3 11' 4 r 14 .57

30 6 22 6 0
, 5 19 2 7 6 22 0 0 .52

35 8 35 2 4 11 0 0 1 4 D 0 .78
30 2 20' 1 10 2 20' 1 10 1 10 0 0 ,60

18 3 18 2 12 6 35 1 5 2 12 0 0 .47

2 29 2 29 1 14 1 14 1 14 0 0 0 0 .71

13 41 13 41 0 0 0' .0 2 6 4 . 12 0 0 .81.

8 , 38 6 28 1 5 4 19 1 5 1 5., :,67

4 33 2 11 0 0 3 25 1 8 2 17 0 .50

4 50 3 38 0, 0 1 12 0 0 '0 0 0 0 '.88

5, 4.35 3 :42 2 29 0 0 2: 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 %71
12 3,89 5 3 1 5 31 '2 '13 2 13 1 6 1 6 0 0 .75-
16 3.76 12 60 3 15 1 5 0 0 1 10 1 5 :80

6 4.19 '4 57, 2 29 ., 0 0 0 1 14 0 0 0" '.86
25, .3.97 18 51 10 29 0 0 1 6 3 2 6 4 11 0 .80

114 4.22 3.54 81 3,71 , 74 3.87 69 3.80 29 25 31 27 6 5 18 13 11 12
11 51 4.12 3.6d 46 3.72 45 3.70 39 3.96 11 21 26 51 4 0 2 4 3
18 21 4.03 3.23 17 3.48 15 3.48 13 3.72 T 33 5 24 1 5 4 0 0 0
19 10 4.08 3.43 10 3.51 01.57 9 3.79 4 40 5 50 0 1 10, 0.
20 25 4.36 3.96 23 4.12 20 4.20 20 4.37 11 44 10 40 0 0 1 4 0' 0 1

21 13 4.25 3.42 11 3.80 11 3.72 10 3.86 5, 38 31, 0 0 1 3 23 0
22 22 4.33 3.84 19 3.93 18 3.99 18 4.00 11 50 5 23 0 0 2 9 3 14 1
23 5 4.54 3.71 5 4.02 5 3.79 5 4.01 2 40 2 40 0 0 1 20 01 0 0
24 53 4.36 A 3.65 50 3.83 44 3.97 40 4.11 25 47 13 25 1 2 5 9 5' 9 3
25 28 4.20 3.61' 23 4,09 23 4.03 20 4.31 16 57 3 11 0 0 2 7 11 3

. 26 29 4.15 3.80 . 28, 3.83 23 3.92 21 3.97 9 31 10 34 3 10 2 7 1, 4 4 14 0
27 5 4.41 4.18 4 4.15 4 4.04 4 4.31 3 60 1 20 0 '0 0 0 0 0 ; 20 0
28 12 4.12 3.54 12 3.24 10 3.52 8 3.61 2 17 6 50 1 .3 25 0 0 0 0 0.

4.56 3.75 24 3,79 23 3.85 21 3.93 10 36' 10 36 0 3 11 2 7 ,2 7 1
4.28 3.57 8 3.81 7 3.58 7 4.26 3 33 4 45 0 0 2 22 0 0 0 0 0

31 4.21 3.24 4 230 2 3.6p 2 3.70 0 0 2 40 0 0 0 2 40
. 1 20 .40

*336 4.31. 4 4;65 4 4.50 - 4 4.69 2 40 2 40 , 0 0 0 0 ', 0 0 .10
3,90 2.25 1 2.57 1 2.50 -- 4 0 0 0 0 b 0 2 40

0: 0 --
34 11 4.22 3.56 13 3.73 10 4.09 10 4.07 6 46 5 16 0 0 1. 8 0 0 1. 8 0
35 8 4,19 3.62 '4 4.33 3 .3.95 2 4.50 1 13 2 25 0 0 4 50 1 12 0 0

22 4.22 3.65 22 3.66 17 3.86 17 3.18 11 50 6 28 1 2 9 0 0 1 5
7 15, 4.06 3.53 14 3.60 13 3,61 13 3.86 6 40 5 33 0 0 2 13 1 7 0

3

4

24.
0

2'

0.

.58:'

t

.62

.90,

.84

`. 9

.73

BO

,74

',68

.76

.80

.75

.71

.78

.38

.82

7 . ,73

All C.C. 768' .4.22 3.60 665 1.11 584 3,85 539 3.96 274 36 234 31 26 3 93 12 61 8 61 8 19 .2

All

Oear. 676 4,17, 3.89 605 3.91' 528 3.99 484 4.07 241 36 266 39 12 6 5 71 10 17

All Cont.

its.

4220, '3.99 4.03 4079 4,08 3624, 4,11 3219 ,4.11 2950 70 685 16 69 2 150 ,3. 175 4 nia n/a n/a

*8etentlon Ratio: Proportion of Fall, 1977 Group who gradnatsd or completed the term on dear or probationary status.

50

.77



assigned_ to institutions-by the Offtversity-Office 'of hoof and-College Rela-

.tiens.
29

the number of students who initially entered the 1977 fall term

..and each groupls mean pre-trangfer'OPA are shown in columns'2 and 3, respectively.
. .. %0 -. ,. -..

,Column 4 shows the mean DIUC first term grade point average for the Students
.,,-

.

,

. rem each. community college which.bas been coded; columns 5:through 10 report the

7-1.- n Mbertif.Students re- enrolled. and the mean DIOGOPA for each of the'three re-

ning-terms:being.studied.. Column- il through 24 report academic status after,

Ur terms, while column.25 reports retention .ratios for the coded, cOm0110 y, col-

r-yeartransfer group, and the continuing junior grOup.

Comparison of pretransfer and first terntGPA'shows that 36 of,31:,codedin7-

nal' groups experienced a drop of at least .23 in .011A, with two institutional

codeS 9 and 3.3). having decreases WhiCh:eXceeded one letter grade. The one

Utionargroup (code .32) which had no drdp in OA. showed an increase:of .45

e students. Thirty-of 37 institutional groups achieved a mean second term

*CPA igher than their mean first term GPA, 21'of 37- groups exceeded their mean-
,

secend:term:6RAthe,third-term;.and 25 8-Of 37 groups exceeded their term GPAthe-.-i

fourth Wm.. -'Comparisons ofyre-transfer and-fourth:term GP/Vs show .that six

community cOljege groups (codes 2, 11, 20;25, 32, and 35) achieved a:fourth term

GPA 'higher than their mean pre-transfer GPA's f the original entering groups);
,e

the remaining 31-community college groups did not achieve MIK GPA's.at'the level

of the mean pre-transfer GPA for the 1977 fall transfers from that community'college.
.t.

It is clear from these data that even though 'recovery in'grade, point average

is noted in the second, third, and fourth terms, coniiderable variance still

exists in the achievement, after transfer among groups from different community

29
Donald J. Wermers, "Institution Codes for Identification of Institutions

of LastAttendance for Transfer Students, January 25, 1980." Champaign:
University Office of School and College Relations, 1980.



colleges There is no evidence presented in this study which explains the

source of observed institutional differences or differences which may exist

between.students,who enter the various curricula. However, previous studies

of transfer-students from community colleges emonstrate the vari ance in the

academfc abilities of the stugents transferrindfrOm individbal-community col

leges And-thisMay.accOunt for.soMe.of the 'differences'amang-groupachieveMent&

After the fourth term, 8 of 37 community tollegp,groups had graduated 50

percent or more of their students. :.Column 18 shows that eight communtiy college

groups had.a disproportionately high-percentage (greater than 20 percent) of

students dropped. Five community college groups had a withdrawal rate of 20 per-

cent or greater, shown in c0Tqmn 20.

The retention rater for each of the community collegest with five o

transfe s are presented in dolumn-25_Of Table 6'. Twelve of 37-community college

institutions show retention rates of..80 or above after four terms. Seventeen.

community. college groups, have retention rates between .60 and ,79 Only three-.

.community College grouRA,had retention rates of less than .50.

Table 7 presents an analySis..of the Telationshipbetweep the drop in mean

first term GPA,,..and the retention ratio for the 37 community college groups. A

correlation of -.63 was found between the institutional,,drop in first term GPA

and theretention,ratip for allTstudents from that communtty college. Ihstitutions-_

which experience a large drop.in GPA had a low retention ratio and institutions

with modest decreases or an increase in first term GPA had a ,higher retention

(see columns 3 and 4). It is estimated that _pOroximatel percent of the vari-

ance in retention ratios among the 37 community college coups can be accounted

for by the variance in mean drop in first term GPA. at MC.

Table 8 presents the relationship of pre-transfer GPA and UM CPA for,eath

of-the four terms of this study, the relationship of pre - transfer GPA and last



TABLE 7

Relationship of Drop in Mean First Term PA and R:
z_. ,Fall, 1977

ention Ratio

Institution
Code

(1)

Number of.e.
Transfers

Mean Drop in
SPA (X)

01
02
03
04
05
06

7

08
09
10"
11
12

r

28
27
23
10
17

7

32
21
12
- 8-

J6,

.87

.41

.58

.74
r.20

.41

.67
.71

_ 13 20 :77 ,
14 .71
15 .48

1 16 r 114-, .68
17 51. .52
18 .21 --, .80
19_ 10 .65

\20
1,

25
13

.40
.83

2' 22 .49
5 .83

53 .71
25 28 .59
26 29 .35
27, .23

12 .58
29 .81
30 9 .71
31 5 .97
32 .+.45
33 5- 1.65
34 13 -66
35 8 .57..
36 .67
:37 .53

Total 768 64*
''t t

2'

54
** S cant

r

D,

r
XY

= 8.63**

2 .r 40

In erdep

Retention
Ratio ..(11

.57.

.52-
.78

.47
.71
.81

71
.50
.88.

.75

.80
.86
.80
.58
.76
.62
.90
.84

-.69
.73
:80
. 74
.68
.76
.80

. 71
-78
.40
.80

85
38

.62.

.73

69

= .17

-.91; Y = X + .91)



,1 TBLE

Re1ationsiO,of Pre-Ttansfer GPA and Term UIUC GPA,

'Last Toil 111UCIGPAII'end Final f;y:Type of Institution of Last Atuindanee

A- Vniveraity.of Illinois at Urpana-Champaign

Fall, 107 Transfers

Meant Term UM'

N et Sample. Pre-Transfer GPA' or Std..

(N) Size ' GPA D l' Status Deli.

v
2 13): (4)' 4El 16y .

1.. POransfet GPA (X1):

1st Term UIUC GPA (Y1)

Cotmunity Colieges 768

676Four-Year Colleges

atTrarder..G.P.A.AX1)...

rm UIUC GPA (Y2)

Correlation

(r

__(7)

125 4.23 .43 .75 .44**

125 4.16 .40 3.86 , .69

Slope Iniereept

(X1Y1) (V1VI)

,76 .37

Co pity Colleges 665 111 4.21 .42 3.65 .84 .53** 1.06 -.80

Four-Year Colleges 605 114 4.1 .41 4 01 i .65 ,41** .65 1.32

Pre- Transfer GPA. -(Xl)-

3rd ,Term UIUC GPA Y3)

Co4.unity Colleges 584 100 4.23 .42 3.88 .69 46** .75 .69

jour4ear Colleges 528, 102 4.18 .41 3.95 c.68 35" .58 1.53

4. Pre-Transfer GPA 04):

.4th Term UIUC GPA (Y4)

CommunitY Colleges

Four-Year Colleges

Pre-Transfer CPA

Last Aral UIUC GPA (Y5)

Coiiinunity Colleges

Four-Year Colleges

Pre-Transfer GPA (X1).

Final Status (Y6)

Community Colleges

Four-Year Colleges

rm for which

nifieant at .05

igo at .01

I

539 93 4,5 42 4.02 .67 .42** .68

484 96 4.18 .41 4.05 68 .12

125 4.23 43 3.73 .35**

125 4.16 .40 3.98 .74 .20*

1.13

3.20

.76 ._

.37 2.42

n/a 125 4.23 .43 5.55 1.94 .25", 1.14 .73

n/a 125 4.16 .40 5. 1.47 .15 .56 .49

PA reported.

56



..,terrivuoc lire4eans#er.;-0A.:a A; 'for- each' of the -Sample meOberS ivgard7

andrthe relationship of

transfer GPA and final status a UIUC (refer to status categories given on p.5)

by type of institution. Random samples of 125 community college transfers .=and

125 four-year college transfers were selected to obtain these relationships.

Significant relationShipS are identified by one 1P, ...05) or two (P -;01 )k

ti

etik in column 7

The. slope and intercept are shown for each sample group: so that a prediction

equation can be constructed for eacli type -Of transfer (y=s1ppe ( + intqcept).

For example, a transfer from a community college with a mean pre-transfer CPA of

440 can be expected to .achieve a mean first -term SPA of 3.41, since

10 That :same transfer -student can be expected to+ ntei

achieve-a mean Second -will GPA of':3.44-; .sifice'y 7-slope(x) + intercept: 1.06 4-00

-80), a mean third term GPA of (.75(4,00) + a .mean foufth.term

GPA of -34-05:---t 131,--and-afinai-StatusatAIUC-H6f- 5 [1.14(4.00)

+ .73]. It would take a 3.46 pre-transfer GPA froiri a community college transfer

predict a 3.00 fi = term UIUC CPA arid ,a 3.29:0retransfer.GPA to. predict a

st term WU AO. It is likely that'comMunItytollege students with

bel 3,29 feye a grade point - average above 3.00 (C) after. transfer.

iip -b pre-transfer GPA and performance at UIUC for the

andom sample of 1,25: pity college transfers was found to be signiffcant

term of this study, Tast term UIUC. CPA, and- 'fina

status-. The !relationship- been .pre- transfer CPA- and performance at UIUC for

the random(sample of 125 four -ar, transfers was ignificant at the p < .01 level

. for- first,' tecdndOod thfrd-terrh MC' GPA'S', and was significant at the p

leyei forIastvterm UIUC CPA. TheSec data confirm the -conclusion that the pre-
,

transfer Ws upon which these :transfers -Were selected-had significant positive

the p < .01 level .for each

relationship to performance at UIUC.



45

A review,of he_trend in retention and acadeMic.,.achieveMent:et:'UNCsince

1970 reveals some gradual .-thanges in 'relation to transfer students UIUC.

trend- in `.community college 'ttansfet-SOdent perfotmance.-at--..

UIUC. The numbers of community nOteupt -rather

tital 1 betWeen 1971 and -19 72,When tire, nuMbet of transfers nearly doubled, -:

,

.since 1975;the numbers o ansferS -haVetternaine&7fOrly constantataboUt 726`.'.

There have been steady increases in pre-transfer GPA for community college tans-

fers to UIUC; these increases have been accompanied by very modest increases in

first- tetir(OPA. Retention rateS, one year after transfer , have: -stabi 1 i ze&.-

-at.abOut ,80. and:two Years, ter: transfer .a apptoXimately 30. , -The graduation

rate for the community college group. iS .apProXimaiely:40PercanttWO years After.

.-.transfer-;:it. has varied-from'abqut 45'..pertent'in 1971-t9::.00PrOkimately164er-:

A
_tent-iin1977, when measured two year after transfet. seems that':boththe

quality of commvnitY.college transfer students .aS ,,measured by pre-transfer GPA

and the retention -a &graduation rates has stabilized- atretention

Table 10 'reports trends in four-year colfege transfer student progress at

UIUC. The enrollment trends of foUr-yeat-college transfers- resentle "those of

community college transfers, with the exception that since 1975 the decrease in

numbers of four-year transfers has been pronounced{ The numbers have stabilized

'at approximatley 600. Pre-transfers' GPA's for four-year transfers have also

increased ste 'ly since 1972 to 4.18 in 1979 while mean first term GPA's have

not fluctuated a great .deaL Retention ratios one year aftet transfer are ap-

proximately.. 86, which is slightly -higher than the. f- 'ComMunity. college-

tranSfets. Retention two years.after transfer varier Aween 67.and,.80 and

s slightly greater, than the community -col lege figure.

,Graduation rates for the four -year Col lege transfers two years after trans-

.- fet-tange frail 36 percent to 58 petcenti but haVe stabilized at about 40 percent.

(



TABLE,9

Ireuds in Commuity College :Trans er Student Performance

r Aiversity of Illinois at rbana-Champaign

1970 throng 1979

1970 1971 1972

1) 13 0) (4)

Number of Transfers

Pr.e-Transfer CPA

Mean 1st Term G?A

Dro4;'in 1st Term. CPA

Mean 2nd Term CPA

lean 3rd Term CPA

Mean 4th Teri CPA

1979

425 455 800 817 838. 718

Retention 1 yr. after:Transfer

3.94. 3.99

3.55 3.57

.39 .42

3.69 '3.76

3.85

4.03

.82 83

Retention 2 yrs. after Transfer ---

. 2 yrs. after Transfer A

.74

45

4.01 4.09

3.62 1,58

t.39
.51

3.78 3.73

3.83 3.83

3.89 3.96

1 .80

.74,, .67

41% 38t

4.16 4.19

768 702 766

4.22 4.22 4.26 4126

3.54 3.59 3.63 3.60

.62 .60 .59 .62

3.83 3 77 3.78 3.7

3.88 3 88 3.88 .3,.85 3.92

3.93 3.97 3.98 3.96

3.68 3..66

.58 .60

3.80

.72 t 81 . BC ,80 .82

.69 .70 70

40''X 2% 40% 6%

. P



1,1

A rl

TABLE .10
.

40nOilhIoUt4ear.Transfer Student Performance

A-OnivOiiti'Of.illinois' at Urbana-Champ algn ,

1970 through 1979 '

197Q 1971 1972v 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979

2) (3 (4) isL (6) 7) (9) (10 (1)

IiiihrAifTranaf 659 679 1154 1136, 1008 624 505 676 587 626

,Pre-transfer GPA 3;88 4,02 3.97 3.99 4.08 4.13 4..16 4.17 4.18 4.18
-.

Mean int Term GPA

Drop in 1st Term GPA

Mean 2nd Term GPA

Mean 3rd Term GPA

Mean 4th Term GPA

,3,953.95 4.01 3.92 3.86 .84 3.89 3.9,3 3.89 3.93 3.85

+.07 .01 .05 .1 .24 .24 3 .28 .25

4.04 4.08 4.01 4.00 4.01 4.03 4.00 3.97 4.00

4.12 3.99 4.03 4.04 4 06 4.09 '3,99 4.06

4107 4.12 4.06 4.07 4.09

.33

Retention 1 yr. after Transfer

Retention 2 yrs. after Transfer

85 .85, 89

79 .77

Grad. 2 yr . after Transfer' 58% 40% 52% 38% 40% 45% 36%



lenera , graduation rates for four-year co)leg6 transfers do not differ

Areatly from the graduation rates for community college transfers, even though
. , __



on,- and Interpretation of Findings'

Summary of _Findings

The community college,transfer group entered UIUC with a pre -transfer

EPA 'of 4.22, which is slightly higher thanvthe pre-transfer GPA (4.17) of the

four-year -college transfer, group and the p'revious EPA for the UIUC native grpup

(3.99).

emInurn y college tr nsfers- =achieved first, term UIUC-grade point---

averages .62'aklow their pre - transfer GPI, while four-year transfers dropped

the natives achieved an average EPA slightly higher (.04) than thcir

evious achievement.

Neither community college transfers nor four-ye r transfers to UIUC

equalled or exceeded their mean pre-transfer grade poi t average during the -

four terms included in this 067: The native junio however, achieved UIUC

grade point averages,' whi 'for each of :the four to

GPA at tile point of implementation of-this study.

4. Seventy-six percent of the community college group and 78 percent o

the four:year college group- completed the first year after transfer and re

enrolled for the second year of the study, while 86 percent of the native group

re-enrolled for the next year.

did ;exce d that group's

5. :5eventy, percent of the commtinity-college transfers and percent of

the four7year. college transfers were graduated br retained after two

-whi le the ComparabIefigure for the native .students was 88 percent.

-Thirty7siX 'pertent,,of -both the' community college transfers:and the

.7four-year college transfers graduated during the two years of the study;

pre;kinmitely thrWfoOrthS /0%) of the natives: in the fall, '1977, group .

graduated:during' the same period..



7. Approximately X14 percent of the community college transfer 'group and

B percent of the-four-year transfer group left UIUC for academic reasons

3 percent of the natives left for acadentic yeasons during the-two-year period

of the 'study.

B. Twelve percent of the community college transfers and five percent of

the four-year college transfers were.dropped and --never retentered UIUC, while

onlYthreeperteht natfves.Were:dropped and'neVer-re-ehtired,after at--

Approximately ten percent of the four -year College transfers and eight

percent of the community college transfers left on clear status and did not re-

Three, Porcent:of,ihe. four-year-transfers and two. percen of the comMOni

college transfers-left on probation-and did not re- enroll.

11. Transfer students who left clear status were generally higher achievers

before transfer. and achieved hfgher UIUC grade point averages during the term

preceen-g their departure than the, average student. in their transfer group.
e

12. Transfer students who were dropped or who left on probation were generally:

lower achievers before transfer and ack ved UIUC grade point averages well

below the average

their departure.

1. Community college transfers achieved. a lower mean UIUC GPA in a majority,

the.14 -Subject areas studied than did. the four -year transfers or

student -in their transfer group for the term(s) .preceding

group.

native

The performance of the four-year transfer group more closely- resembled

that of the continuing natives than that of the community college group in the

various subject areas.

14.. Community college transfers and four-year4 transfers were consistently

below average group achievement in the subject areas of mathematics, physical

sciences biological sciencs, and business and commerce.



15. There was 'a. negative correlation. (- 'between the average first

term drop in mean GPA and th.e final retention'ratio for individual community

colleges. In general, those institutions whose transfer students to UIUC

experienced the lirgest drop between pre-transfer GPA and first term UIUC GPA

obtainedtheiciwet' retention ratios after four terms.

16. The pre- transfer GPA of individual students is a significant pre-

,- dictor of term 0lli,C,_GPA,. lost MUG GPA and last UIUC status Tor community

college transfers. The pre-transfer GPA of individual students is a significant

predictor of UIUC GPA for the first second, and third terms, and UIUC GPA,

for last term of attendance for fouryear college transfers.

17. There has been a steady increase pre-transfer-GPA from 3.94 in

1970 to 4.26 in 1979 for community college transfers. There has Also been a

steady, and correlated increase in first term U --GPA for this same group

froth 3.56 ,in 1970 to 3.66. in 1978'.. There was a correlation of +.3 (P .10)

between mean pre- transfer -GPA and mean first term UIUC GPA for the 10 year

period from 1970 to 1979. No relationship is -indicated, between, pre - transfer

GPA-:And 'first term UIUC. GPA. for four-year college .transferS,fer:the 10-year

Retentlonratios two years ,,-- after _trans fer, for the community college
.

grouP- h a Ve: ranged from to 74' in. the 1 aSt .decade, and- :have 's tabi 1i zed' at

about -.70 in recent years. .The comparable figures for four-year .coltege,trans---

fern have varied-.froM .67 in 1974. to' in 1971, but have remained twO to

fiVe-percebt greater than for the two -year college group.

-19. The graduation rate of 36:Percent for both -community, College, transfers

and four-year college transfers is generally. consistent with :graduation rates

for:these transfer groups in prior years, Graduation rates. fOr fourlearcpl-

lege transfers tend to fluctuate. more from year--toyear than graduation rates

,for cominUni ty college- transfers.



Discussion and-In
-1

ation 'of Findin s

..The, findings *presented in this study indicate that community college

transferi' and-four-year college transfers did not a hieve-as well after

transfer to UIUC as they did before transfer, while continuing juniors

achieved highPr GPA's than they had achieved prior to selection for this study.

This is not a new finding; previous studies at both UIUC and MCC, along with .

national sudie, have duplicated this findin This study, then, presepts

data whichconflicts..with- the s 30
tatewide report by'Lach, and supports.pre

.

vious studies of transfer Students:to the two campuses of the UnlVersity-of.

N

ketentiomincludingAraddation,and toptinOing'briclear-on'probaticiii; was,

lower for community college transfers (.70) and for four-year 'college trans-

fers (,77) than for continuing juniors .88). More striking are differences in

graduation, rates. Community -College transfert *and .-four-year college. 'transfers

graduated 36- PerCenteftheir grOOpS during the term..afthis study, while kl ..-

percent of the continuing .juniors were graduated. These data support the

hypothesis that transfer students do not achieve as well after transfer to UIUC

as continuing juniors.

The reasons,. for leaving the university are helpful in an :analysis of the

success dat& for various groups. Approximately fourteen percent of the com-

munity college transfers.and eight percent of the four-year transfers were

dropped or left on Probation during the two -year period of the ;study, compared

with three percent of the continuing juniors. These data further support the

hypothesis that community college transfers And four-year college transfers

as a group are less well prepared. to achi e at UIUC than continuing juniors.

Statewide Follow-up er 1978.



-The'
1

findings and implications' resented in thjs Study 'need to be inter-
=

preted in the context of the environment in which the research was conducted

and evaluated and in rfilation to thQ differentials purposes of the types of
A

institutions represented by stunt in the study. One purpose of comMunity

colleges is to prepare bacca-laureat-oriented students. for successful trans-
.

fer to four- year-colleges and univeities .for completion of b4chelor's degrees.
r V

Community collegesare "open door institutions obligated to aliMit all students
.

-,fr

who are to cOmO4 e of programs

that community colleget have .student wenrolled in, 'baccalaureate-oriented courses

And programs who are high abademic ac levers as well as students with -average

and below average academic achievement.with lower probability of achieying

success it-1(a transfer program. It is from this populatiOh that community col--

1pge transfers originate and are selected for admission 16 tiniC in cornp6titiori,

with transfers from four-year colleges and universities.

The. major. purposes -of the undergraduate polleges at. the University 0.- Illjn

are to provide the generar education, -technical and professionl knoWledge,---

skIltst0 fill leadership- roles iri socdety.at the bachelor's degree level:.

and orepare students .for successful completion of graduate -programs. They

Uni\tersity of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign admits the "best qualified' beginning

fretiimen and transfers in each of its col leges and curricula for each admission

.period` Data for the present atjd recent : beginning freshme.n -classes show th0t
- ,

the average. beginning freshman student graduated at about the 86.8 percentile

of his or'Jigr- high school graduating class and had an -ACT'tomposite gcore

3
about 25.6,

1
which makes the' native student population a very highly qualified

group whenc9mpared with the population of community college udentgt7enplled

11-
Langsbn, Ira 4._ Iy Urbana - Champaign Campus Fresh an.ClaSS FrOf i le,

Fall, -1979:'' PlamPal 4n: UniverSity..Office:of School- and:toll ege. Relations

University Illinois. (Unpublished).



baccalaureate-oriented programs. The four-yearcalleges and universities:

from Which. the UniVersity of Illinois receives transfer students have diver-,

purposes.,-but.it iS *nown.that.the transfers from those institutions to

UIUC have high school ranks and college entrance scores very similiar to the

3i
scores of native _students.

Tare community colleges provide an opportunity for many students to enter

UIUC's undergraduate programs -as transfer students who Would not have been

admitted under the more competitiVe beginning freshmen requirements. bietom-

munitycolleges provide access' or opportunity for many students to obtain ad-.

mission and complete bachelor's degree programs which would not have been open

them following graduation from high school. More than 70 percent of these

students are successful at UIUC as measured by retention for four terms after'

transfer. The "sUcCeSsoateu is about seven percent more for transfers from

four-year colleges and approximately-18.percent less than-for native juniors who

have already successfully completed two years at UIUC and in general were higher

achievers in .high school as measured by ACTcoMposite and High School Percentile

Rank.

2,
Wermers, Research Memorandum 72 -5, /p. 21.



Policy Cons'derations,

The findings of this study demonstrate the *preyed quality of both

community college transfers and ,four -year college tranfersin 1977 over 1970

measured by pre-transfer GPA, first term GPA, retention, and graduation.

In general, these data support the concldsion that the use of current, ransfer

41{
admission policies and admission Criteria and standards at-UIUC is effective

in the seledtion and admission of transfer students'who are relatively suc-

cessful in achieving their educational goals ip corlipWrison With4the native juniors.

Even. theugh the above 'Conclusion is supported, there remain some4roblemS

which warrant further study and analy_

For example, comunity college transfers

regarding future policy considerations.

True toexperience a drop of ap-,

p imately7. -0 in grade point average when they transfer to UIUC, they recover..

only about -half (.30- of this drop by the end of the second year after tran-

fer. The four-year college transfers experience less than one-half as much

transfer shock. (7 28

their pre - transfer leve

they recover and achieve only about .13 GPA below

his iS, therefore, of much less concern. However,

both groups achieve approximately he "B" level during the fourth term after

transfer, which is indicative of

It is clear from this study

improved level of performance of UIUC.

hers that community college transfers

have' more problems with scholarship and evement after Transfers gran four-

year college transfers. Twelve Bescent, or one of each eight community college

transfers, were ultimately dropped for academic reasons and never'returned. An

additi.pnal two percent left on probation, which implies academic problems. In

total, one in seven community college transfers left the University and did

not return because of academic difficulty. The comparable figure for four-year

college transfers is eight percent (or one in 12), and approximately three per-
.

cent for native juniottk (1 in 33). Even the transfers who. were dropped were

70
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5

successful students:before transfer, as demonstrated by a pre- transfer ,CPA of

approximately 3-.67 4.00) for community-college:transfers-who' were dropped,

and a pre-transfer GPA of 3..76 (B a 4.00) for four-year .transfers- who were

dropped, . Th major policy consideration is whether or not the University shoul

attempt to,reduce_the relatively high number of community colleg8 transfers

who are dropped after entering UIUC with "good" community college records and

achieving below GPA's a UIUC.

'AnoiR6PcOpcern is he relatively low achievement of community college

transfers in mathematics, biological sciences, -.and physical sciences at UIUC.

It is possible that further study and analysisof the students t7ho are dropped

would reveal that-lack of success in required mathematics, biology, chemistry,

and physics toursesis the greatest source of academic difficulty for community

college students. If this, proves to be the case,. it may be appropriate to ask

students to present evidence of minimum competency in those subject areas as a

part of their admission credentials, or demonstrate competency on a plaCement

exam after admission and before enrollment.

Jr) conclusion, it is clear that UIUC hasa'S.uccessful transfer admission

program.The.findings and conclusions of this study su get only that the

system may need further refining in order to improve its effectiveness in

,selecting the best qualified transfer students available.

_21
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Appendix A

Number, Grade Point Average and Academic Status of Fall, 1977 Community College Transfer Students

by Institution of Last Attendance

Fall, 1977

o. of Mean First Drop.

Academic. Status

1

College . Fall 1977 Transfer Term in Mean Grad. Clear Pro Dropped

Code Transfers GPA CPA CPA No. No, % No. % No,

(6) (7) (8) (9)(1) (2) (3) (4) .(5).

01 28 4.19 3.31 .87

02 27 4.04 3.63 .41

03 23 4:30 3.7/ .58

04 10 3.93 3.24 .69

05 17 4.17 3.20 .97

06 7 4.52 4.01 .51

07 32 : 4.21 3-86 .35

08 . 21. 4.28 3,54 .74

:09 12 4.53 3.33 140

10 8 4.25 3.84 .41

11 7 4.04 3.37 .67

12 16 4.09 3.38 71

13 20 *4,4.23 3.461 .77

14 7 4.45 3.74 .71

15 .35 4.26 3.78 .48

16 114 4.22 3:54 .68

17 51 4:12 3.60 .52

18 21 4:03 3.23 :80

19 10 4,08 3.43 .65

20 25 4:36 3.96 :40

21 13, 4.25 3.42 .83

22 22 4,33.: 3 {84 .49

23 5 4,54 3.71 .83

24 53 4,36 3.65 .71

5 28 4.20 3.61 .59,

74

!

0. 0 18 65

0 20 74

0 19 83

0 0 7 70

0 0 10 58

5 72

0 0 2'6 81

0 0 i'14 66

0 a 66

0 0 7 88

. 0

0 2. 29

0 .10 63

0 14 70

0 6 86

0 30 86

0 0 74 66

0 0 36 71

0 0 12 57

0 0 8 .80

0 0 21, 84

I

0 54

0 18 82

0 5 100

0 0 42 79

0 0 21 75

(10) (11) (12)

4 14 4

2 7 4

4, 17 0

2 20 1

4 24 1

1. 14 0

4 13

5. 24 1

1 9

0 0 1

'57

03)

14

15

0

10

5

0

16

12

14

Retention2

Ratio

(16).

N/drawn

No.

(14,)

20

1

.0

0

2

1

2

1

1

0

0

%

(15),.

7

4

0

0

12

14

6

5

9

0

0

6,

.79

81

1:0

,90

.82

'.86

.94

.90

.75'

.88

..86

.94

1

20 8 10 8 10

13 25 1 2 1

9 43 0 0 0

2 20 0 0 0

4 16 0 0 0

4 31 0 0 2

2 9 0 0 2

0 0 0 r0

8 15 2 4 , 1

3 11 2 7 32

10 8

14 .86

3 .97

8 .84

2 .96

0 1.00

0 1:00

0 '1 00

15 .85

it ..91

0 1.00

2 .94,

7 .86

1

75



Appendix A (Cont.)

Number, Grade Point Average, and'Academic Status of Fall, 1977 Community College Transfer Students

by Institution of Last Attendance

Fall, 1977

College

Code

No, of Mean First pro$

Fall 1917_ Transfer Term in Mean Grad. Clear Pro

Academic Status

Transferet OPA CPA CPA No % No. % No. %

(2 (3)

26 29 415

27 5 4,41

28 12' 4,12

29 28 4.56,

30 9 '4 28

31 5 4.21

32 5 3.86 ,

33 5 3.90

34 13 4.22

35 8 4.19,

36 22 4.22

37 15 4.06

All CC 768 422

All

4-Yr. 676 4.17

All

Cot. Jr s. 4220 3,99

Dropped . yj4r#R Retenton:

No, % No. % Ratio 1

(4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14)

3.80. .35 0 0 25 86 4 14 Q 0

4.18 .23 0 0 5 100 0 0 0 0 0

3.54 .58 0 0 10 83 2 17 0 0 0

3.75 .81 0 0 24 86 2 7 3 1

3.57 .71 0 7 78 1 11 1 11 0

3.24 .97 3 60 1 20 0 0 1'

4.31 -.45 0 4 80 0 0 0 0 1

2.25 1.65 0 0 0 0 1 20 1 20 3

3.56 .66 0 0 9, 69 .4 31 0 0 U

3 .57 0 0 4 50 1 12 0 0 3

3.65 .57 0 0 19 86 i 3 14 0 0

3.53 .53 0 0. 11 73 3 20 0 0 1

3.60 .62 561 71 130 17 34 4 43

3.89 .28 0 ,0 579 86 61 11 7 25

4,03 -.04 895 92 218 46. 1 61

1

Percents. are based on the number of transfer students enrolled

2_

-Retention Ratio: The prollortion of total Fall, 1977 transfers

on clear or probationary status.

in the Fall, 1977, term (Coluin 3)

(15) (16)

0 1.00

0 1.00

Q 1.00

4 y i93

0. .89

20 .80

20 .80

60 .20

0 1.00

38 .63

'0 1.00

7 .93

6 .90

5 3 . .95

whichhave graduated or completed the term

97



Appendix

Number, Grade Point Average; and Academic Status of Fall, 1977 Community College Transfer Students

by.Institution of Last Attendance

Spring, 1978

Number of Number Mean Second Increase

College Fall 1977 Re-enrolled Transfer Term Drop in Over First Grad.

1

Academic Status

Code Transfers Spring 1978 GPAq

(1) (2) (3

01 28 21

02 27 22

03 23 22

04 10 9

05 17 15
fi

06 '7 .6

07 32 29,

08 21 18

09 1 2 , : 8

10 8 7

11 : 7 .7

12 16 15 :

13 20 ,18.

14' 7 '6

15 35 33

16 114 87

17 51 46

18. .21. 17

19 10 10

20 25 23

21 13 11

22 22 , 19 .

23 5
Y

5

24 53 50

25 28 23

(4)

4.20

4.08

4.28

3.99

4.17

4,

4.51

4.22,

4.31

4.61

4.43

4.04

4.06

, 4.16

4.42

4.23

4.25

4.13

4.05

4.09

4.38

4.25

4.33

4.54

4.36

4424

GPA Mean GPA Term Nb. 10

(5) (6) _(7)_ (8) (9)

3.87 .38 .39 0 0

3.88 .20 .25 0 0

3.49 .79 -.23 0 0

3.89 .10 .65 0 0

3.28 .89 .08 0 0

3.99 .52 -.02 0 0

4.03 .19 .17 2 7,..

3.66 .65 .12 0 0

3.58 1.03 .25 0 0

4.00 .43 .16 0 0

3.74 .30 .37 0 0

3,.34 .72. .04 0 0

3.60 .59
, .14 0 0

4.15 .27 .41 0 0

3.97 ,26 .19 0 0

3.71 .54 .17 3

3.72 .41 .12 0

3.48 .57 .25 0.

3.52 .57 .09 0

4,12 .26 %16 1

3.80 .45 .38 0 0

3.93 .40 .09 0 0

4.02 .52 .31 0 0

3.83 .53 .18 1 2

4.09 .15 .48 0 0

Clear Pro Dropped

No. %

W /drawn Retentio

Ratio 2

(18)

Na. %

(10) (11)

No. %

(12)(13) (14)(15)

No, %

(16)(17)
,a,ee

18 86 2 9 0 0 1 5 .71

19 86 2 9 1 5 0 0 .78

15 68 4, 18 3 14 0 0 .83

9 100 0 0 0 0 0 0 .90

7 47 5 33 3 20 , 0 0 .71

5 83 1 17 0 0 0 0 ,86

25 86. 2 7 0 0 0 0 .91

13 72, 2 11 3 17 0 0 .71

7 88 0 0 1 12 0 0 .4\:

7 100 0 0 0 0 0 :88

3 -.43 . 2 28 2, 29 0 0 .71

,9 60 4 27 2 13 0 Q :81

17 94 1 6 0 0 0 0 .90

6 100 0 0 6 0 P 0 .86

39 19 1 3 1 3 1 3 ,89

66 76 11 13 5 6 2 2 .70

38 83 5 11 3 6 0 / 0 .84

11 65, 5 29 1 6 0 0 .76

7 76 2 20 0 0 1 10 .90

21 92 0 0 1 4 0 .88

7 64 3 27 0 0 1 9 .77'

17 89 2 11 0 , 0 Of' 0 .86

4 80 1 20 0 0 0 0 1.00

41 82 5 10 2 4 1 2 .89

21 91 2 9 0 0 0 0 .82

i.



.Appendix B (Coht.)

Nuiber, Glade Point Average, and Academic Status of Fall, 1977 Community College Transfer Students.

by Institution of Last Attelance'

Spring, 1978

Number of Number

College Fall 1977 Re-enrolled

Code Transfers Spring 1978

__(1) (2)

Mean Second Increase

Transfer 'Term Drop in Over First Grad. Clear

GPA GPA Mean, GPA Term No. % No
7

(4) (5), (6) (7) (8)_ (9) (10)(11)

31

32

.33

5

5

5 1

34 13 13

35 8 4

36 22 22

37 15 14

All CC 766

All.

4-Year 676

All Cont

irs. 4220

1

Percents are b

2

-Retention Rat,

4.15

4.36

4112

4.53

4.36

4.09

3.96

3.69

4.22

4.10

4.22

4.07

3.83

4.15

3.24

3,79

3.81

2.80

4.65

2.57

3.73

4.33

3.66

3.60

32

.21

:88

.74

.55

1.29

+.69

1.12

.49

+.23

.56

.47

.03

.03

.30

.04

.24

0 0 22 79

0 0

4

100

0 0 8 6

0 020 83
0 0 7 88

-.44 ,0

. 34 0

32 0

.11 1

.71 0

. 01 1

.07 0

0' 1 25

0 4 100

0

Pro Dropped

No. % No.

12)(13),(14)(15

4 14

0 0

2 17

3 1)

0 0

1 .4

0 0

2 17

0 0

1 12

W/drawn Retention2

No. % Ratio

16)(17) (18)-
1 .90

0 0 .80

'0 0 .83

1 4 .82

0 0 .78

2 50 0 0' 1, 25 :.60

a 0 0' 0. 0 ,
.80

1 Ioo 0 0 0 .20

62 3 .23 1 7 0 0` .92

3 75 0 0 0 0 ,1 15

,16 73' 3 14 2 0 0 .91

12 86 1 7 1 7 0 0 .87

665 X 4 24 3.77 .47 .17 9 _ 1 528 79 81 12 36 5 11 3 .80

605 4.17 3.97 .20

4079

.08 24 4 1509 84 44 7 15 2 13 3 .85

.05 257 6 3554 87 174 4 45 1 49 .94

ed on t number of transfer 'students enrolled in the spring 1978, term (Column 3)

The'proportion of total fall, 1977, transfers which havegraduated or completed the

f'term on clear or prooationary,status.
0

I
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*bar Grade fain eragei and Academic Status" of Fill, 1917 Community , College: Transfer -tudents

by .Inst4ution of Last Atttadatas

..fallr1978

mongeopszazoggs=lagze=alese -reo=1E2121131W"

.Number of Number :,' Mean: In6tease...

'College 411 1977 Re-anrolled,,'.Transfer'Terta'...Drop in :`9Ver'.Secon

-Code' ,:"Transfers:... Fall 1978. :.GPA GPA Mean CPA Term

(4) (5) (6) (7)

Academic Status

Dropped W/diawit Retention,

No.

(8)

%. No. %

(9) .(10)(11)

''% No. % No. % Ratio

(12) (13) 14) (15) (16) (17)

4.21

4.21

4,37

4,00

4.18

3.66 .55

4.03 .18

4,00 .37

3.14 86.

3.46

k

3.80

1.96 .26-,1

3.75

366 ,92

11

12

13

14

15

5

16 12

20 17

7

35

4:17

4.09

4.29

4,41

4.22

.11

3.98: .11

3.55 ,14

3.94' 47

4.05 .17

16 114. 74 4.,8 3..87 .41

17 di 51 45 4.13 3'.70 .43

18 '21 15 . 4.0 3.48 .60

19.. it 10 9 4 }0 3,57 .46

20 , lk I 25 20 4,36 4.20 .16 ,

Z1 13 .11

. 22 '22 18

23 5

24 3 44

23

4 }29

4,33

4.55

4.39

4.13

3.72 .57

3.99 .34

3.79 D .6
3.97 .42

4.03 :10

.16, 2

0

0 0

} 0 0

.08 0

2.0 0

,06 0

-.23 0

.14

1 -.06

3 56 76 9 12 0 .61,

Ct., .33 73 6 13. 5 11 1 2, .76

0 12 80 1, 7 2 11 0 0 .62

0 8 89 1. 11 0 0 0- 0 .90'

'19 95 1 0 0. 0 0 .84

0 10 91 0 0. 1 .77'

0 17 94 0 0 .7.7

C 4 80 1. 20 0 0 0 0 1,00

37 84! '. 2 5 2 3 2 .71 0
20 87 .71'
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Appendix
C' (C

bet Grade Point Ave a e, and Academic Status of Fall, 1977 C

,byinstitution of Last Attendance,

Jall, 19/8

ilil! unity College Transfer Students

o tatusNumber Mean 'Third Increase
Academic S

College Fall 1977 'Re-enrolled Transfer Term ,prop in Over Second Grad, Clear Pro pr9211 1.1/drawn Retention
Code Transfers Fall 1978 GPA, GPA1 Mean CPA Term No % No.. No. % No. % No. % Ratio,

(3) (4) (5)1 () 7 (8) (9) (10) (11) (12)(13)\-(14)(15) (16)(17) (18)

26 29 23' 4..17 3.92. .25. .09 1 4 19, 38

27 , 5 4 4116 4.04 .32 -.11 /I 0 4 top

281. 12. 10 .4.09 3.52 .57 .28 1 10 8:.80
28 23 4.55 3.85 .70 06 1 .4 19 83'

4:43 .85 7 100

4.74 3.60 1.14

5 3.96' 4.50 +.54

33 5 1 3.96 2.50 1.19

14 13 10 4.28 4,09 d9'
35. 8 3 4.27 3,95 ..32

'36 22 17 4.24 86- 38

17 15 13 4.13 3.16' .5,2

-.15

-.07

.36

36

.20

.01

rt. 0

1 50

4 100

0 0 0

0 0 8 80

1 33 1 33

O 0. 15 88

850 0

1 4 0 0 .76

0 D 0' 1 0 0 .80

0 0 1 IL 0 .75

.82

.78

3 11' D 0 0

CI 0 0. 0

.40

.80

:20

.38

.82

.87

All CC 768 584 4.26 3.85 .41 .08 1

All

4-Tr.

2 479 82 56 10 20 :73

676-- 528 4.19 3.99 .20 .02 27 .79

All Cont.

fts 4220 6 4 4.Q5 4.11 +.06 0

1Percents are based on the number of transfer student enrolled in the Fall, 1978 term (Column

2
Retention ft atio: The proportion of total fall, 1977, transfm which havegraduated or completed the term

on clear or probationary statue:
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Appendix 1)

and Academic-Status of yall,'1977 CoTtmunity Colle

by Institution ,of Last .Attendence

..Spring, 1919

indents

'Number of Number Mean' lourth
College Fall, 1977 Re-enrolled Transfer Term

Code Transfers Spring 1979 GPA CPA

(1) (2) (3)_ (4)

01 28

.92 27

03 23

10

17

1.5

4.21

18 4.36

6 4.18

8 4.1.5

7

32

21

12

6

24

16

6

8 7

7

12 16

13 20

14 7

15 35

.114

Increase
Drop in Over Third Grad. Clear Pro Dropped 1d /drawn Retention

Mean CPA Term , No % 3 Na. %- No % No.. % No % Ratio 2

(6) (1) (8) '(9) (10) (11) (12) (13) 14 (15) ..Q.1)(17) L18)

73

3.79

3.70

.48 .07

.20 .64

43 -.27'.
.39 .65

.45 .24

4.51 3.61 .90 19,

4.14 4.18 .06 .22

4.32, 3.85 .41 ;10

4.63 442 .51 .46.

4.43 # .53 -.19

5. 4.17

12 4.09

4.25

6 4.41

25 4.22

69 4.i9
.51 39 4.15

21 13 4.13

10 9 4.03'20 4.3,6

10 4.34

18 e - 4.33

5 4.55

4.38

4.21

5 29 10 59

7' 47 6 40'

7 39, 8 44

3 50 2 33

3 37'.

6 1,

0 0 1

1 11 1

1 17 0

25

6 0 'NO .57

.52

.78

.47

33 1 .17 1,17
10 42 13:54 0 0 0.0 1

8 -50 6 38 1 6 1

4 67 2 33 0 0 0

4 57 3 43

4.35 +.18 .29 3.60 2 40'

3.89 .20 -.09 5 42 5 42 2

3.76 .49 .21 12 75 3 .19 1

4419 .22 .25 4 67_ 2 '33 0

3.97 .25 15 60 10 40. 0

0

16

6.

0

0'

3.80 .49 -.07 24 35 31 45 ' 6 9

3.96 .19 ..26 11 28 26 67 . 2

3:72 .41 . .24 7 54 5 38 1

.79 .24 .22 4 44 5 56 0 .

4.37 +,01 , ...17 lb 50' 10 50 0

3.86 .48

4.00 .33

4.01 .54

4.11 ..27

4.31 +.10'

. 81

.71

0 .50

.71

. 75

. 80.

.86-

.80

3 .58

0 0 O. .0 .7,6

0 0 .62.

0, 0 0'0 .90

0 ( .84
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Appendix D (ont.
end AcadeMic-Status of Fall, 1Y77 Comnunity. College Transfer Studente

by)Institstion of Last Attendance

Spring,.1979

Colle

Code

Number of

e Fall, 1977

Transfers

.
f '1

Academic
Number Mean Fourth Increase

tatus

,Re-enfol ed Transfer Term , Drop in Over Third Grd. Clear Pro Dropped Widrawn Retention
_pring 1979 CPA i CPA Mean CPA Term No %. No r.%

No % . No % No .% Ratio 2
3)

(4) J6 (7) (8) 91 (10)(11) (12)(13)114)(15)- (16)(17) (181----"T

26

27

28

!29

30'

31

32

33

34

35,

36.

37

9

5

12 8

28 21

21

5

0

13 10

2

22 17

15 13

4.21 3.97 .24 .05 8 38 10 48 .3 14 0

4.36 4.31 .05 .27, 3 75 1 25 0 0 0

4.07 , '3.61 .46 .09 1 13 75 1 12 0

4.58 3.93 .65 .08 9 43 10' 48 0 0 2

4.43 4,26 .17' '.68, 3 43 4 57 0 0 0

4.74 3.70 1 04 .10. 0 2100 0 0

3.96 4.69 +.73 .19 2 50 2 50 0 0 0

...- 0 0 0 p 0

4.28 4.07 .21 -.02 5 50 5 50 0 0 0

4.29 '4.50 +.21 .S5 0 0 2,100 0 0' '0

4.24 3.78 .461 -.08 10 59 6 35 1

4.13 X 3.86 .27 .25 6 46 38 0 1

0.,

All CC 8- 539 4.27 3.96' 31 .11, 252 47 234 43 26

All

4-Yr. 676 484 4.20 4.07 190 39 268 55 13
s. 4

4
All

Cont. Jra. 4220 3229 q 4.07 4.11 . +.04 2420 75 x,685 21 69 34 1 2 4.08 I

1

0 0 . 0 .76

0 0 0 .80

0 0 0 .75

9 0 0 .71

.78

.40

.80

.00

38

0 . 82.

.73

.70

.77

1Percents are based on the number of transfer students enrolled in the spring, 1979 term (Column 3)
2

, Retention Ratio; The proPortion of total fall, 1977, transfers vhich have graduated or completed the t

on clear or probationary status

9


